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President's Message 


The order of the Supreme Court of Florida granting the petition of the 
Florida State Bar Association for integration of the Bar is published in this 
issue of the Bar Journal. 


A study of the opinion written by Justice Terrell and concurred in by five 
associate justices, including the Chief Justice, sharply reflects the high type 
of judicial thinking and industry which underlie the succinct conclusions of 
the Court. The opinion establishes the fact that the Supreme Court desires to 
move forward in the interest of the public welfare in strengthening the pro- 
fessional element within the State to the end that the latter may, in turn, 


more efficiently serve the people of the State in matters pertaining to law and 
its countless ramifications. 


A Bar united, directing the energy of the lawyers of Florida toward im- 
proved public service in the professional fields through hard working 
and sincere efforts in such activities as American Citizenship, Juvenile 
Delinquency, Legislation, Legal Aid, Statutory Revision, Labor Relations, im- 
provement of Civil and Criminal Procedure, strengthening of the Probate and 
Guardianship Laws, raising the standards of Legal Education, proposing re- 
visions of the State Constitution, et cetera, will in short time prove the claims 
and contentions of the proponents of bar integration and merit and hold the 
public confidence in direct ratio to the measure of improved legal service and 
public work which we turn out each year. 


The next step in the integration program will be the promulgation of a rule 
for the organization and government of the integrated bar which is now in 
process of preparation in the Supreme Court. Immediately upon the adoption 
of such a rule by the Court, the Bar of Florida will be fully advised. 


RICHARD H. HUNT 
President 
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RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 


By GLENN TERRELL 


Justice Supreme Court 


On September 13, 1949, the Supreme Court will consider the petition of 
the Florida State Bar Association for the adoption and promulgation of the 
Common Law and Equity Rules of Civil Procedure as revised by the Com- 
mittee appointed by the Court and the Committee appointed by the State Bar 
Association. The common law and equity rules are in separate volumes and 
will hereafter be referred to as the Common Law Rules and the Equity Rules. 
A tentative revision of the Common Law Rules was published in the Florida 


Law Journal in the April number, 1948, and in the Advanced Sheets, South- 
ern Reporter of April 1, 1948. 


The purpose of this article is to give the members of the bar in as 
concise statement as I can, the basis for this revision, the manner in which 
it was accomplished, and the primary changes that are proposed. We are 
attempting to get the revision published and distributed before the hearing 
September 13th. In the meantime, each member of the committee has a copy 
and the clerk of the Supreme Court has a copy that may be secured for 
study by those who desire to do so. The revision of the Common Law 
Rules is not materially different from that published in the Advanced Sheets, 
Southern Reporter and the Florida Law Journal, last year. 


The basis for this revision is Chapter 21995, Acts of 1943, authorizing 
the Supreme Court to “prescribe rules, forms of process, writs, pleadings, 
motions, and the practice and procedure in actions either at law or in equity, 
and in statutory and extraordinary proceedings in the Circuit Courts and 
Civil Courts of Record and County Courts of the State of Florida.” 


Pursuant to this act the Florida State Bar Association filed a petition 
in this Court, praying that the distinction between Common Law and Equity 
be abolished and that the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure be substituted for 
our system of Common Law and Equity practice. Opinion was filed in res- 
ponse to this petition March 9, 1945. See 155 Fla. 710, 21 So. (2d) 605. 
By this opinion we declined to abolish the distinction between Common Law 
and Equity and substitute the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure for our sys- 
tem of Common Law and Equity practice, but we recognized the necessity 
for procedural revision and the Chief Justice designated a Committee to 
make a study of the matter and report to this Court. The President of the 
State Bar Association also appointed a Committee for the same purpose. 


The Committee appointed by the Chief Justice, hereinafter referred to as 
the Court Committee, was composed of two members of this Court, two Cir- 
cuit Judges and seven practitioners. The Court Committee commenced its 
work at once, gathered a great deal of information, had several conferences 
and prepared a tentative revision of the Common Law Rules which was 
filed with the legislature at the 1945 session as the Act requires. 


The Rules Committee of the Florida State Bar Association, hereinafter 
referred to as the Bar Committee, thoroughly worked over the draft of the 
Common Law Rules prepared by the Court Committee, it offered some amend- 
ments that were approved by the Court Committee and the Bar Committee 
in joint session. A joint meeting of the Court Committee and the Bar Com- 
mittee was held October Ist and 2nd, 1948, and members of the bar were 
notified and given an opportunity to offer criticisms and amendments to the 
joint Committee draft. A great many criticisms were offered and considered, 
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some were offered in person and some by letter, many of them were approved 
by the joint committees and integrated into the draft. 


The essential features of the proposed revision of the Common Law Rules 
are these: (1) It retains the distinction between common law and equity. 
(2) It makes some changes in the Common Law practice that will be more 
fully detailed later. (3) It also adds some features that will be more fully 
detailed later. (4) It attempts to harmonize common law and equity prac- 
tice in the matter of preparing and filing and serving pleadings and serving 
process. (5) It attempts to harmonize State and Federal practice in material 
particulars and provides a single volume of rules that the lawyer can resort 


to with assurance that it is the last word on the subject of procedure in 
this State. 


Epitomized, the changes proposed in the Common Law Rules to accom- 
plish these results are as follows: 


1. Rule days are abolished in so far as they govern the time of pleading 


and return of process. Rule 5. 


2. An action is commenced when the declaration is filed except in attach- 
ment, replevin and other statutory proceedings. Such a proceeding is 
commenced when the affidavit, petition or other initial pleading is 
filed. Rule 4. 

3. The declaration or other initial pleading must be filed in duplicate 
and one copy delivered to defendant or his attorney. If there be more 
than one defendant, the initial pleading should be filed in triplicate. 
Rule 6. 

4. Summons ad respondendum issues without praecipe when the declara- 

tion or other initial pleading is filed. (See Rule 5 for extensions and 

limitations of service of process.) 

Any service required under these rules may be made on the party’s 


attorney unless the court requires it to be made on the party. (See 
Rule 6 for limitations of such service.) 


6. Pleadings are limited to a declaration and an answer. The declara- 
tion must state a cause of action. If the answer contains a counter- 
claim or a crossclaim, there shall be a reply. All other pleadings but 
motions are abolished. Rule 8, Rule 9 for common rules of pleading. 

7. Defendant must serve his answer within twenty days after service of 
process or not later than the appearance day fixed in the notice. 


Answers to crossclaim and counterclaim follow same rule. See Rule 
13 for details in pleading defenses. 


ol 


Epitomized, the following rules comprehend additions to, rather than 
changes in the Common Law Rules. 


1. Rule 16 is essentially the Federal pretrial conference Rule, slightly 


modified, and approved for general use in Circuit Courts. It has here- 
tofore been permissive. 


2. Rules 20 to 30 inclusive, provide for taking depositions when actions 
are pending or before they are commenced. They include physical 
and mental examination of parties and the examination of property. 
These rules are an adaptation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
as amended October 1, 1947, to Florida practice. Some phases of these 
rules were embraced in Chapter 24041, Acts of 1947. Other phases were 
embraced in Sections 62.15 and 91.30, Florida Statutes 1941, which 
have been in effect since 1828, more than one hundred years. 
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3. Rule 41 adopts the Federal practice on summary judgments. Like 
Rules 20 to 30, referred to in paragraph immediately preceding this, 
this rule is in some aspects new to the practice. Its value lies in the 
future. 


4. Rules 1 to 3 inclusive, rules 7, 10, 11, 12, 15, 17, 18 and Rules 31 to 53 
inclusive, except Rule 41, are repetitions of the present Common Law 
Rules, some of them amended by additions from the Federal Rules 
and from other sources. 


5. Rules 54 to 61 inclusive, have to do with extraordinary writs under 
Section 5, Article V of the Constitution and adopt the Supreme Court 
practice, the Supreme and Circuit Courts having concurrent jurisdic- 
tion as to these writs. 


6. The effect of this adoption with other changes over recent years will 
abrogate or repeal about 40 of the Common Law Rules. See 122 Fla. 
881, for last revision. It leaves in effect many of the present Com- 
mon Law Rules and combines the substance of some of the preserit 
Common Law Rules with the coresponding Federal Rules. 


Now let us consider the changes proposed in the Equity Rules. The chan- 
cery practice or rules is embraced in the 1931 Chancery Act, Chapter 63, 
Florida Statutes 1941. This act was thoroughly considered, section by section, 
in its relation to both the Federal practice and the proposed Common Law 
Rules. Practice under the chancery act has been quite satisfactory and no 
revision of it has been undertaken. We have attempted no more than to 
harmonize some of its provisions with the Common Law and Federal prac- 
tice, in particular those relating to the abolition of Rule Days, those relating 
to the service of pleadings and those relating to the time and manner of 
presenting defenses. As a basis to accomplish this the following changes 
are proposed: 


1. Every suit in equity shall be deemed to have been commenced when 
the bill of complaint is filed. (See Common Law Rule 4a) Equity 
Rule 4. 


2. Section 1, Chancery Act, relating to Rule Days is repealed and Com- 
mon Law Rule 5 with appropriate modifications substituted. This sub- 
stitution will require slight change in the “form of a summons in 
chancery”, Section 3, Chancery Act. This substitution will also repeal 
and take the place of Sections 4 and 5 Chancery Act. 


3. Section 6, Chancery Act, relating to appearance is repealed and a date 
to plead as in Rule 13, Common Law Rules, is fixed. 


4. Common Law Rule 6, relating to service of pleadings is modified as to 
terminology and prescribed in equity. 


5. Section 7, Chancery Act, relating to signature of counsel is replaced 
by Common Law Rule 12. 


6. Sections 7 to 16 inclusive of the Chancery Act are peculiar to equity 
and no changes are made. 


7. Section 17, Chancery Act, relating to defective parties is amended 
by striking the words “at or before the next rule day” in lines three 
and four and the words “‘within ten days” are inserted in lieu thereof. 

8. Sections 18 to 28 inclusive, of the Chancery Act, except Section 23 
are not changed. Paragraph (e) and (b), Section 23 is the same as 


Common Law Rule 14 and paragraph (c) is same as Section 23, of the 
Chancery Act. 
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9. Section 29, Chancery Act, relating to amendment of the Bill of Com- 
plaint, is amended by striking or omitting all after the word “but” 
in line 3. 
10. Sections 30 and 31, Chancery Act, are not changed. 


11. Section 32 of the Chancery Act, relating to computation of time, same 
as proposed Common Law Rule 7 and Federal Rule 6. Section 33, 
Chancery Act, is replaced by proposed Common Lew Rule 138, adjusted 
to equity. 

12. Section 34, Chancery Act, relating to contents of the answer is not 
changed. 

13. Sections 35 to 39 inclusive, Chancery Act, are not changed. Section 40, 
Chancery Act, combination of proposed Common Law Rule 41 and 
Section 40, Chancery Act. Section 41, Chancery Act, no change. 


14. Section 42, Chancery Act, relating to defaults and decrees pro con- 
fesso, no change. 


15. Section 42 to 46 inclusive, Chancery Act, no change. 


16. Sections 47 to 52 inclusive, Chancery Act, have to do with discovery 
and depositions de bene esse and no change is made. Common Law 
Rules 20 to 30 inclusive deal with similar subject matter. Paragraph 
(4) Section 47, Chancery Act, makes the de bene esse rule an “Addi- 
tional and optional procedure for the taking of depositions.” Section 
53, Chancery Act is about the same as proposed Common Law Rule 25. 

17. Sections 55 to 65 inclusive, Chancery Act, have to do with the appoint- 
ment of General and Special Masters, their powers and duties, hear- 
ings and proceedings before them, including the preparation and filing 
of their reports, and are not changed. 

18. Sections 66 to 75 inclusive, Chancery Act, have to do with decrees and 
orders and their enforcement, rehearings, injunctions, receivers, and 
the transfer of causes from equity to law, and are not changed. 

19. Section 76, Chancery Act, has reference to notice and how it shall be 
served and is not changed. 

20. Common Law Rule 14, relating to sham pleas, and Common Law Rule 
16, relating to pretrial procedure are added to the equity practice. 

21. Throughout this discussion of the Chancery Act, it has been referred 
to by sections, but, as a matter of convenience, the committees have 
changed the sections to “rules”, making a rule out of each section and 
numbering them consecutively. A few sections of the 1931 Chancery 
Act have been amended by the legislature, but they are not material 


to this revision since the Court has power to revise or repeal any act 
relating to rules. 


In preparing this revision the committees have been materially aided by 
the plan adopted by Texas, Missouri, Iowa, Nebraska, New Jersey, Michigan 
and other states that have lately revised their practice. We have not scrap- 
ped our system of pleading and practice but we retained thet which was 
good and integrated into it such of the new as would render it more effi- 
cient. It is hoped that a careful reading of this abstract will reduce to a 
minimum the labor of the bar in acquiring a picture of the objectives to be 
accomplished by the revision. 


One of the primary objects of procedural revision in Florida is harmony 
in State and Federal practice where it can be done consistently with the 
essential differences between the two systems. The number of old rules 
retained in this revision is to me adequate showing of the inadequacy of 
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the Federal Rules alone to our system. As to the Common Law Rules, I think 
the real changes are embraced in Rule 5, relating to the abolition of Rule 
Days, Rule 6 relating to the service of pleadings and Rule 138, relating to 
the time and manner of presenting defenses, Rules 20 to 30 relating to de- 
positions and discovery, Rule 41 relating to summary judgments and others 
are adaptions from the Federal practice and may serve a useful purpose. 


It is of course, admitted that Rule 5, relating to the abolition of Rule 
Days, Rule 6, relating to the service of pleadings and Rule 13 relating 
to the time and manner of presenting defenses introduce a new method for 
conducting a litigated cause to issue. It is not however, different from the 
Federal practice which we are required to follow in this and all other states 
and it is not different from the procedure followed in a dozen or more states 
which have revised their system of practice the last ten years. 


In defense of the committee’s recommendation that Rule Days be abolish- 
ed, I might say that I have examined the rules of procedure in every state 
in the Union and some states have never adopted Rule Days, while those that 
once had them, have abolished them. Florida is the only state that now has 
rule days and not a revision of the rules of procedure made in any state in 
over twenty-five years has retained them. Rule Days to plead by are ac- 
cordingly outmoded and result in the waste of much time in reducing the 
pleadings to an issue. 


Because of the practice of filing pleadings on the first Monday we have 
come to think of Rule Days as a convenience to the bar, but the interest 
of the public requires that litigation be dispatched promptly at the minimum 
cost, and it must be admitted that Rule Days detract from dispatch. Any one 
who has practiced law knows this. Pleadings are filed from month to month 
and under such a system it sometimes takes a year or more of pleading to 
arrive at the issues in a cause. Under the system set up in the proposed 
revision, the defendant is required to plead within twenty days. In many 
cases the cause will then be at issue and ready for trial. The fact that the 
Federal Courts and the State Courts in every state in the Union, but Florida, 
have adopted this system, would seem to have plenty to recommend it. 


It would be foolish to contend that the revision proposed is perfect. 
Certainly many of the f7ules could be improved by refining, but abstract 
criticism leveled at them without a tender of something to improve them, 
are distructive and get us no where. Rules of procedure are not static, nothing 
that serves a good’ purpose is static. The constitution, the declaration of 
Independence, the Bill of Rights, have grown and expanded by amendment 
and interpretation to meet the demands of an expanding democracy. Our 
concept of freedom and democracy change with circumstances and requires 
interpretation. In my judgment the best single feature of the proposed revision 
is that which seeks to harmonize common law, equity and Federal procedure 
in the manner provided by rules 5, 6 and 13, heretofore discussed. There can 
be no reason whatever why we should have three separate procedures for 


initiating a law suit and making up the issues in a common law equity and 
Federal suit. 


I am also convinced that the pretrial conference rule can be made to 
serve a very useful purpose. I think however, that nine-tenths of its value 
will depend on the sound sense and good judgment exercised by the Circuit 
Judge in its application. There is not a change in the offered proposed rules 
or an addition to them that has not been tried elsewhere and its value proven. 
I know of no greater responsibility imposed on the bench and bar than the 
one of keeping rules of procedure current. The Legislature has put the 
matter up to us and I think we will be derelict in our duty if we fail to 


FLORIDA LAW JOURNAL 235 


rise to it. The Courts belong to the public and if we do not keep them effi- 
cient the public will devise other agencies to handle litigation. The cost, 
delays and inefficiency of the courts have been very largely responsible for 
administrative boards, arbitration and other tribunals that are now handling 
a very large per cent of the litigation. These tribunals will grow in im- 
portance in proportion to the lack of skill and energy exemplified by the 
bench and bar in meeting them with something better. 


The Court Committee and the Bar Committee have worked diligently 
to meet this need. Every procedural revision that has been made in the 
last twenty-five years has been carefully examined. Those that have not 
been lately revised have also been examined. Aid has been secured from 
many of these sources and I think the revision proposed will prove to be 
much superior to what we now have. I would be the last to say it cannot be 
improved upon. I understand the primary purpose of the hearing by the 
Court on September 13th, is to point out why all or any portion of the Com- 
mittee’s revision should not be finally approved and promulgated. The Court 
has the power to modify, approve or reject all or any portion of it. 


ASD) 


NOTICE! 


Notice is hereby given that the Petition of the Florida State Bar Association 
for adoption and promulgation of the revision of the Common Law and 
Equity Rules of Civil Procedure will be heard by this Court in the Supreme 
Court room at Tallahassee, Florida, September 13, 1949, at 9:30 A. M. 


This revision was undertaken pursuant to Chapter 21995, Acts of 1943, 
and was prepared by a Committee appointed by the Chief Justice of this 
Court and a Committee appointed by the President of the State Bar Associa- 
tion. The joint report of said committees has been in the hands of the Court 
since February 11, 1949. At the hearing September 13, the Court will hear 
those who are in favor of and those who are opposed to the adoption of this 
report, if there are any who desire to be heard. 
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BAR INTEGRATION OPINION 


IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 
JANUARY TERM, A. D. 1949 
EN BANC. 


RE: PETITION OF FLORIDA STATE 
BAR ASSOCIATION, ET AL 


Opinion filed June 7, 1949 


Original Jurisdiction—Petition by Florida Bar Association for Integration of 
the Bar 


Robert J. Pleus, Jas. D. Bruton, Jr., Chas. S. Ausley, Calvin Johnson, Miller 
Walton, Robert R. Milam, Edwin O. Clayton, Frank D. Upchurch, Wm. H. 
Rogers, Clayton, Arnow & Duncan, E. A. Clayton, Clara Floyd Gehan for 
the Petition 


H. O. Pemberton, J. B. Hodges, Hal W. Adams, James H. Finch, Evan T. Evans, 
against the Petition. 


TERRELL, J. 


December 2, 1948, the Committee on Bar Integration, Florida State Bar 
Association, exhibited its petition, praying for a rule integrating the Florida 
Bar. A similar petition was filed in 1937, praying for the adoption of rules to 
regulate procedure and integrate the bar. Our opinion in response to the latter 
petition is reported in 134 Fla. 851, 186 So. 280, but the question of integration 
as treated here was not considered. 


The petition in this case alleges that in September 1947, the Florida State 
Bar Association made a complete roster of the Florida Bar, which was found 
to contain the names of 2700 lawyers. Letters containing the following ballot 


were mailed to each name on the roster, requesting their vote on the question 
of »ar integration. 


BAR INTEGRATION BALLOT 


I am in favor of the integration of the Bar of the State of Florida 
which will require every member of the Bar of Florida to belong to the 
integrated bar and the payment of $5.00 annual dues and the super- 
vision of the Bar’s disciplinary action by direct review of the supreme 


Court. 
(If you favor this, mark an X in the box) ( ) 


(If you do not favor integration of the Bar mark an X inthe box) ( ) 


but signature is not necessary to have 
your vote counted. 


Of the 2700 ballots mailed to the members of the bar, 1631 were voted and 
returned. Of the returned ballots 1131 voted in favor of integration and 500 
voted against integration. The opponents of bar integration challenge the 
number 2700 as being an accurate count of the practicing attorneys in the 
State but our investigation reveals no support for this challenge. We are of 
the view that the referendum was fairly conducted. 


On January 18, 1949, the petition to integrate was argued pro and con, the 
argument being directed to these points: (1) Has this court inherent power to 
integrate the Florida Bar? (2) Has this court the power to require the payment 


You may sign your name here if you care to, 
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of a membership fee as an incident to its power to integrate? (3) Would inte- 
gration best serve the interest of the bar and the public? The gist of the oppo- 
sition to integrate was directed to these points: (1) That if accomplished at 
all it should be done by legislative act rather than by rule of court. (2) Bar 
organization should be voluntary, the integrated bar is a coerced organization. 
(3) Bar integration contemplates discipline by police methods rather than by 
judicial process. (4) The integrated bar will not eliminate the unethical lawyer, 
and (5) Integration will convert the bar into a closed shop. 


The integrated bar movement was initiated in this country about 35 years 
ago by the American Judicature Society and since that time at least 27 states 
have adopted it. None of them has returned to the old system of voluntary 
organization, but all commend the integrated bar highly. Letters received from 
the states in which the integrated bar has been tested, recommend it as a vast 
improvement over the voluntary organization and proclaim that they would 
under no circumstances return to the old system. 


When we say the bar is integrated we mean that every lawyer within a 
given area has membership in a cohesive organization. An organization of less 
than all the members of the bar in a given area would not be an integrated 
bar. The area may be the state, the county or the city. The integrated bar has 
also been defined as the process by which every member of the bar is given an 
opportunity to do his part in performing the public service expected of him, 
and by which each member is obliged to bear his portion of the responsibility. 
Annotation 114 A.L.R. 161. Another claim to merit is that it provides a fair 
and equitable method by which every lawyer may participate in and help bear 
the burden of carrying on the activities of the bar instead of resting that duty 
on a voluntary association composed of a minority membership. 


So the purpose of bar integration is in no sense punitive and there is not a 
case on record in which it has been employed as a legal straight jacket for 
disciplinary purposes. In some states it has no part whatever in disciplinary 
measures. In the states where bar integration has been adopted its major 
energies are directed to projects designed to improve the administration of 
justice, projects that awaken an interest in the science of jurisprudence, that 
stimulate professional interest and that give the bar a just concept of its 
relation to the public. In some states the question of unlawful practice of law, 
educational qualification for admission to the bar, and the discipline of mem- 
bers for unprofessional conduct, have been included in the integration agenda, 
but they are incidental to the major energies of the integrated bar. 


The integrated bar of California has promulgated the best pattern for an 
integrated bar program to which our attention has been directed. The Bar of 
California was integrated in 1927 by legislative act and is administered by a 
Board of Governors, consisting of 15 members, five elected each year for a 
three year term, without compensation. It has a well staffed office through 
which it administers, (1) admissions to the bar under an act of the legislature 
clothing it with powers similar to those vested in the State Board of Bar 
Examiners in this State, (2) Under direction of the courts and with the right 
of appeal, it investigates and prefers charges of unprofessional conduct. (3) In 
matters improving the administration of justice the integrated bar of Cali- 
fornia prepares and fosters bills in the legislature. It has collaborated with the 
Judicial Counsel in the preparation and promulgation of rules of procedure and 
in many other ways has done much to improve the administration of justice. 
(4) The integrated bar of California has enlisted the cooperation of the State 
Bar, the local Bars, the Deans of the accredited Law Schools and the University 
Extension Department of California in providing legal aid clinics, in different 
parts of the State as circumstances require, it prepares pamphlets and _ bul- 
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letins on legal subjects and makes them available to each member of the bar. 
Through these facilities the bar is kept informed on questions of procedure, 
taxation, Federal decisions and other subjects that constantly arise. (5) In 
the matter of unlawful practice of law, the integrated bar of California has 
worked out an agreement with the California Bankers Association, the Cali- 
fornia Bank and Title Association, the Insurance Adjusting and allied Asso- 
ciations whereby the line between law practice and law activity has been 
defined. The line so defined, has generally been observed and has solved the 
illegal practice controversy in that State. (6) In the field of public relations the 
integrated bar of California has made overtures to the public in aid of making 
the administration of justice more effective. It publishes a Journal with a 
mailing list of 16000, giving in detail the accomplishments of the integrated 
bar. (7) Summarized, the integrated bar of California has brought about a 
bond of unity and cooperation on the part of the bar, the courts and the public 
for a more efficient administration of justice, and the wise manner in which 
it has administered its responsibility has ingratiated it in public esteem. It 
reports its activities regularly through 500 newspapers and carries a radio 
program over more than 30 radio stations at regular intervals to render an 
account of its activities. 


To support such a program the integrated bar of California has a member- 
ship of 15000 and a budget of $250,000 per annum which is of course out of 
the reach of the Florida Bar. It is detailed here for the purpose of giving the 
objectives of bar integration. Its end result is a stronger and better informed 
bar and it has so enlarged the confidence of the public in the integrated bar 
of California, that its aid is sought for recommendation to judicial appoint- 
ments and it is called on frequently to sponsor movements for the common 
good. Whatever it fosters it has the advantage of being able to call to its aid 
one hundred per cent of its members. 


Now let us consider the question of whether or not this court has inherent 
power to integrate the bar of Florida by rule of Court. 


Inherent power arises from the fact of the Court’s creation or from the 
fact that it is a court. It is essential to its being and dignity and does not require 
an express grant to confer it. Under our form of government it is the right that 
each department of government has to execute the powers falling naturally within 
its orbit when not expressly placed or limited by the existence of a similar 
power in one of the other departments. In Re Nebraska State Bar Association, 
133 Neb. 283, 275 N.W. 265. Inherent power should be exercised with sound 
discretion. It should never be exercised arbitrarily or in a despotic manner, 
neither should it be the product of pressure, passion or prejudice. 


In 244 Wis. 8, 11 N.W. (2nd) 604, 151 A.L.R. 586, the question under con- 
sideration was answered in the affirmative, the court saying: “It has been 
held by every court to which the question has been presented that the court 
has power to integrate the bar and that the integration of the bar is a judicial 
and not a legislative function.” In Re Integration of State Bar of Oklahoma 
185 Okla 505, 95 P. (2d) 113, the Supreme Court of Oklahoma expressed the 
same view in these words: “We conclude that this Court has the inherent 
power and authority to provide rules creating, controlling, regulating and in- 
tegrating the bar of the State of Oklahoma.” 


On June 16, 1944, the Supreme Court of Missouri integrated the bar of 
that state by rule of Court. See Rule 7, Supreme Court Rules, 352 Mo. XXXI. 


As already pointed out, bar integration in this country has been accom- 
plished in 27 states. In Nebraska, Oklahoma, Missuri, and others it was done 
by Rule of Court prescribing the powers and functions of the integrated bar. 
In some states it was accomplished by Act of the Legislature, incorporating the 
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bar and prescribing its powers and functions, and in other states it was a- 


complished by an Act of the Legislature, authorizing the Supreme Court to in- 
tegrate the bar and prescribe its functions. 


The courts have taken the initiative in the bar integration on the theory 
that bench and bar have a responsibility to support the honor and dignity of 
the profession and to improve both the law and the administration of justice. 
The act of the legislature incorporating the bar and those authorizing the 
court to do so have recognized bar integration to be a judicial function, in that 
they often do nothing more than withdraw from the field and memorialize 
the courts to proceed to integrate. Integration in Oklahoma and Missouri was 
preceded by a history very similar to that in this state, in that in Oklahoma 
it was accomplished by rule of court after it was first authorized and then 
repealed by the legislature and in Missouri it was accomplished by rule of 
court after three successive refusals by the legislature to do so. 


Those interested in exploring this phase of bar integration further might 
pursue its chronology and results in North Dakota and Alabama where it has 
been in effect since 1921, Idaho since 1923, New Mexico since 1925, California 
since 1927, Nevada since 1929, Mississippi since 1930, South Dakota and Utah 
since 1931, Washington, Arizona and North Carolina since 1933, Kentucky since 
1934, Oregon and Michigan since 1935, Nebraska since 1937, Virginia since 
1938, Texas and Wyoming since 1939 and Louisiana since 1940. An extended 
citation of authorities will be found in 114 A.L.R. 157, page 161. See also in Re 
Sparks, 267 Ky. 93, 101 S.W. (2d) 194; Campbell vs. Third District, Committee 
of Virginia State Bar, 179 Va. 244, 18 S. E. (2d) 883; Clark vs. Austin, 340 


Mo. 467, 101 S. W. 977; Petition of Florida State Bar Association et al, 134 
Fla. 851, 186 So. 280. 


Does the power to integrate the bar carry with it the power to impose a 
membership fee for the support of bar integration activities? 

If the membership fee could on any sound basis be construed as a tax, 
undoutedly it should be imposed by the legislature under its police power. While 
the police power is generally considered an exclusive power of the legislature, 
it may for reasons not necessary to detail here, be exercised by the courts. 


Workmens Compensation Board of Kentucky vs. Abbott, 212 Ky. 123, 278 C.W. 
533. 


A membership fee in the Bar Association is an exaction for regulation 
only, while the purpose of a tax is revenue. In City of Jacksonville vs. Ledwith, 
26 Fla. 163, 7 So. 885, this distinction was recognized. It was also recognized 
in U. S. vs. Butler, 297 U. S. 1, 56 Sup. Ct. 312, 80 L. Ed. 477, 102 A.L.R. 914. 
These cases also recognize the rule that the power to regulate may carry with it 
the imposition of a charge for that purpose. If the judiciary has inherent power 
to regulate the bar, it follows that as an incident to regulation it may impose 
a membership fee for that purpose. It would not be possible to put on an inte- 
grated bar program without means to defray the expense. We think the doc- 


trine of implied powers necessarily carried with it the power to impose such an 
exaction. 


The requirement of membership in the State Bar Association with the 
payment of a membership fee as a condition precedent to practice law has 
been upheld in these States: Hill v. State Bar of California, 14 Cal. (2d) 
732, 97 Pac. (2d) 236; In Re Mundy, 202 La. 41, 11 So. (2d) 398; Ayres vs. 
Hardaway, 303 Mich. 589, 6 N. W. (2d) 905; In Re Platz, 60 Nev. 296, 108 
Pac. (2d) 858, and notes in 114 A.L.R. 165; Integration of Bar Case, 244 Wis. 
8, 11 N.W. (2d) 604; In Re Integration of State Bar of Oklahoma City, 185 
Okla 505, 95 Pac (2d) 113; Supreme Court Rules 352 Mo. XXXI. In some of 
these cases the membership fee was imposed by legislative act while in others 
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it was imposed by rule of Court. In Re Integration of Nebraska State Bar Asso- 
ciation, 133 Neb. 283, 275 N. W. 265, 114 A.L.R. 151, (165). 


Attorneys are not, under the law, State or County Officers, but they are 
officers of the Court and as such constitute an important part of the judicial 
system. As was said in the case of In Re Nebraska State Bar Association, 
supra, the law practice is so intimately connected with the exercise of judicial 
power in the administration of justice that the right to define and regulate 
the practice naturally and logically belongs to the judicial department of the 
government. In James J. Laughlin v. Walter C. Clephane, et al, 77 Fed. Supp. 
103, the United States District Court for the District of Columbia reviewed 
another phase of the Court’s power to admit attorneys and impose fees and 
there held that the admission and disbarment of attorneys was a judicial and 
not a legislative act, that apart from any statutory law, a court of record has 
the inherent power to provide the necessary assistance as a means of conduct- 
ing its business. In so doing, it may impose such fees as it may deem proper, 
that said fees are not a tax but may be dispensed as the court directs. The last 
cited case also approves the theory that while the legislature may impose 
minimum standards for admissions and regulation of the bar, the courts have 
inherent power to impose additional requirements. 


As a concluding thought on the point in question, we think the referendum 
of the bar association is entitled to serious consideration. An analysis of the 
ballot quoted in the forepart of this opinion reveals an affirmative vote on 
three points: (1) That the bar be integrated, (2) That a five dollar annual mem- 
bership fee be imposed, and (3) all disciplinary action be reviewed by the 
Supreme Court. The result of the referendum shows that more than half the 
bar participated and that all three questions were approved by more than two 
to one vote. We think the independence of the judiciary is something more 
than a tinkling cymbal, in fact, we think it means that in those matters which 
are purely and essentially judicial the judiciary may chart its course without 
interference from other departments. Since the bar is such an important part 
of the judicial system and has expressed itself so decisively on this point, we 
would not be remiss to adopt the deduction of Mr. Dooley about the Supreme 
Court of the United States and “follow the election returns.” 


The concluding question is whether or not bar integration is good public 
policy and calculated to serve the best interest of the bar. 


There is no substance to the contention that the integrated bar makes one’s 
right to practice law dependent on the caprice of his competitors, in that it 
clothes a committee of lawyers with power to discipline for unprofessional 
conduct. On the ballot used in the referendum one of the conditions was: “Su- 
pervision of the Bar’s disciplinary action by direct review of the Supreme 
Court.”’ We construe this to mean that the investigation and trial of a lawyer 
for unprofessional conduct must be a judicial proceeding in the manner pro- 
vided by law or rule of this Court as defined in petition of the State Bar Asso- 
ciation, 134 Fla. 851, 186 So. 280. So the effect of the referendum was to re- 
enact the law already in effect. The matter of prescribing courses of study and 
requirements for admission to the bar is also vested in this Court by law. They 
meet the requirements of the American Bar Association and there is no sug- 
gestion here that they should be changed. 


The states catalogued in this opinion as having adopted bar integration 
were not the first to experiment with it. The English Bar was integrated early 
in its history and, as we understand, has never abandoned integration. A study 
of the objections voiced to ‘integration convinces us that a great deal of mis- 
understanding has been generated about its objectives. The name given it was 
perhaps unfortunate. It was not readily assimilated. It doubtless precipitated 
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some into an intellectual fog and one’s natural impulse is to kick out of such a 
phenomenon rather than put out the cerebral energy necessary to dispel it. 


It cannot be gainsaid that integraation will be what the bar and the court 
make of it. It was never designed to sacrifice the freedom and intiative of the 
bar, its boldness and courage in challenging the cause of the downtrodden nor 
its inherent independence in taking up battle for the minority. It is no more akin 
to unionism and the closed shop than it is to the Rotary Club or the Presby- 
terian Church. Nor was it intended as a mean to aid groups and cliques in 
the exercise of arbitrary power or to enforce their will on others. In states 
where the integrated bar has been approved no such charges have been lodged 
against it. Its avowed opponents have invariably become its ardent supporters 
and the strength of its enlarged membership and budget have enabled it to 
undertake many projects for the improved standing and strength of the bar 
that it could not undertake with a minority membership. The objections raised 
here to the integrated bar become utterly groundless in the face of the fact 
that in every state where it has been adopted, whether by rule of court or act of 
the legislature, it was done subject to supervision by the courts. The work being 
accomplished by the integrated bar of California is perhaps the strongest 
practical refutation of such thesis. 


Bar integration grew from a felt necessity for an organization that could 
speak for the profession in esse. It is not a compulsory union but a necessary 
one to secure the composite judgment of the bar on questions involving its 
duty to the profession and the public. It is hardly necessary to assert that the 
bar has a responsibility to the public that is unique and different from that 
exacted of the members of other professions. This difference is symbolized in the 
requirement that every lawyer subscribe to an oath to support, protect and 
defend the constitution of the United States when he is admitted to practice. 
On the theory that he is such an important factor in the administration of 
justice this Court has held that a lawyer’s responsibility to the public rises 
above his responsibility to his client. The very nature of our democratic process 
imposes on him the responsibility to uphold democratic concepts regardless of 
how they affect the case in hand. 


There was a time when bar integration would not be supported as strongly 
as it can at the present. The reason for it now is not discipline for unethical 
conduct but to alert the bar to professional and public responsibility. We take no 
stock in the accusation that the bar is not worthy of public trust, we think 
by the square foot it contains as many members of unblemished character as 
any profession. At the same time we cannot shut our eyes to the fact that, like the 
institutions of our country, it is under attack and that we have a duty to meet 
the attack courageously. We think this duty devolves on the bar as a whole 
rather than on a minority organization of it. The assault on our institutions 
which the bar is expected to take the leading role in challenging also requires 
the impact of the full man power of the bar. We do not think bar integration 
would be worth the candle as a specific for unethical conduct, but as a means 
of giving the bar a new and enlarged concept of its place in our social and 
economic pattern it has amply proven its value. 


Bar integration may impose curbs on professional freedom. Likewise, every 
other business must give place to restrictions that arise in the face of growing 
populations. While alone on his island Robinson Crusoe enjoyed a much greater 
degree of freedom than he would enjoy if he lived in Tallahassee at the present, 
but no one in Tallahassee would exchange the degree of freedom he now has 
for that enjoyed by Crusoe. If Jacksonville should find itself in the throes of 
a yellow fever epidemic the State Board of Health would not hesitate to quaran- 
tine its citizenship and draft its full man power including doctors to put down 
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the epidemic. Twice in the lives of many now living we have drafted the young 
manhood of the country to put down what was said to be an assault on demo- 
cratic institutions. Growing populations and changing conditions necessarily 
give rise to social and economic complexes that require wisdom and discretion 
to cope with. The bar should be the first sector of the population to compre- 
hend this and order its house to meet such emergencies. 


We are conscious of the charge that the history of professional organizations 
‘since the “guild” system of the middle ages has been one bent on enlarging 
the economy and selfish designs of its members. The answer to this charge 
is that if bar integration is to be nothing more than a spring board to leap 
for power and pay and perquisites, if it has no purpose other than to grab 
at the expense of others, it is unworthy the noble traditions of the profession. 
The bar increases in public esteem by the precepts it lives by, not by the 
money it makes. In fact, if money making is the lawyer’s sole purpose, he 
worships a god that is too small. If he does not approach the law as an avenue 
to perform a fine public service, work hard, live by faith and die poor, he 
should turn to some other business for food and shelter and raiment. It is 
true that now and then one turns trader and finds the coveted pot of gold 
but not so if he sticks strictly to his profession. The very nature of the lawyer’s 
business is that of trustee. If he makes a featherbed of that to sprawl on and 
pulls the cover over his head oblivious to the things taking place around him 
he invites merited criticism or disaster. 


it follows that petitioners have made a case which warrants a rule of this 
Court in integrating the bar of Florida as prayed for in the petition. It pro- 
vides the best means yet devised to enlist the full man power of the bar in 
the execution of its duty. It is also shown that in states where the integrated 
bar has been tried, it has revealed none of the abuses lodged against it, but 
on the other hand it has restored public confidence in the bar, enlarged profes- 
sional consciousness, energized the bar’s responsibility to the public, has im- 
proved the administration of justice and is the only means presented whereby 
every member of the bar can share in its public and professional responsibility. 
We do not believe it will relieve the bar of ethical anemics, crackpots and com- 
munists. Certainly this class should be screened out but the law school is the 
logical place to do it. Moral sensitiveness is a rebound from home discipline. A 
law to prohibit a man making a fool of himself would be as effective as one 
to improve his morals. 


It is our view that integration would best serve the interest of the bar and 
the public, that the objections raised to it are not well grounded, so the petition 
to integrate is granted. 

ADAMS, C. J.. CHAPMAN, THOMAS, SEBRING and HOBSON, J. J. Concur 
BARNS, J., Dissents. 
BARNS, J., Dissenting: 

I dissent on the following grounds: 

(a) This Court is without power to compel the members of the bar to 
become members of a pseudo-organization called the integrated bar, and it is 


ill-becoming for this Court to do anything that would tend to coerce such 
membership. 


(b) For this Court to compel or coerce membership of the attorneys in an 
“integrated bar” association and to prescribe dues to be paid by the members 
simply means that this Court is attempting to levy a tax, and the judiciary 
cannot lawfully levy a tax, by whatever name it may be called. 
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CONCISE SUMMARY OF GENERAL LAWS AS 
PASSED BY 1949 LEGISLATURE 


Furnished by Statutory Revision Department of the Attorney GeneraTs Office 


CHAP. 25003 (H. B. 140) Amends $47.29, F. S. ’41, relating to service of process 
in certain civil actions arising out of the operation of motor vehicles. 
CHAP. 25009 (S. B. 61) Authorizes improvement commission to acquire, operate, 
etc., ferries and toll bridges. 
CHAP. 25010 (H. B. 128) Amends $735.04, F. S. 41, relating to probate law, when 
administration unnecessary. 
CHAP. 25016 (H. B. 145) Regulates use of private wire service for dissemination 
of information and prohibits use of same for gambling purposes. 
CHAP. 25017 (H. B. 189) Ratifies certain compact entered into by state and 
other southern states relating to regional educational services. 
CHAP. 25024 (S. B. 106) Amends $347.08, F. S. ’41, by more definitely defining 
toll bridges and causeways. 
CHAP. 25025 (S. B. 48) Prohibits wearing of badges, etc., or use of name of 
benevolent, fraternal, social, etc., organizations unless qualified. 
CHAP. 25031 (H. B. 127) Amends $734.29, F. S. ’41, relating to limitation against 
unadministered estates. 
CHAP. 25033 (H. B. 52) Amends §§283.12, 283.15, 283.17-283.20, 283.22-283.24; 
repeals §283.16, F. S. ’41, all relating to public printing and stationery. 
CHAP. 25034 (H. B. 57) Amends $§16.43-16.50, repeals §8§16.11-16.18, 16.20-1, 
16.23-1, 16.25, 16.30-16.42, F. S. ’41, relating to the statutory revision department. 
CHAP. 25035 (H. B. 56) Amends $$16.19-16.24, 16.27-16.29, F. S. ’41, relating to 
the adoption, etc., of Florida Statutes and corrects certain errors and omissions 
therein. 
CHAP. 25037 (H. B. 114) Provides for suit money in proceedings to enforce 
decrees or orders of court for alimony and support of children. 
CHAP. 25038 (H. B. 111) Amends $409.17, F. S. ’41, relating to aid to the blind. 
CHAP. 25039 (H. B. 69) Exempts hotels, restaurants, apartment houses, etc., 
from provisions of $§399.01-399.13, F. S. ’41, relating to design, etc., of elevators. 
CHAP. 25041 (H. B. 20) Amends §47.26, F. S. ’41, relating to service of process 
upon state prisoners. 
CHAP. 25042 (H. B. 8) Amends $54.11, F. S. ’41, relating to number of peremptory 
challenges of jurors of civil causes. 
CHAP. 25043 (H. B. 96) Amends $409.30, F. S. ’41, relating to payment of accrued 
‘ public assistance on death of person entitled thereto. 
CHAP. 25044 (H. B. 143) Provides for permissive closing of banking institutions 
under certain circumstances. 
CHAP. 25045 (H. B. 157) Adds $393.05-1, F. S. ’41, providing for furloughing in- 
mates of farm colony for feeble-minded. 
CHAP. 25046 (S. B. 3) Requires all state, county, city, etc., employees to take 
loyalty oath. 
CHAP. 25047 (H. B. 88) Amends $8323.06 and 323.11, F. S. ’41, relating to super- 
vision and regulation of auto transportation companies. 
CHAP. 25048 (H. B. 441) Amends §$85.16 and 86.08, F. S. °41, relating to liens 
for care and maintenance of animals. 


CHAP. 25049 (S. B. 142) Provides for issuance of special license tags to motor 
vehicle owners who operate amateur radio stations. 


CHAP. 25050 (S. B. 42) Relates to motor vehicle financial responsibility law. 


CHAP. 25051 (H. B. 413) Repeals ch. 24994, 1948 special session relating to 
elections. 
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CHAP. 25068 (H. B. 167) Repeals all continuing and unobligated lump sum ap- 
propriations which extend beyond June 30, 1949; provides exceptions. 

CHAP. 25069 (S. B. 180) Regulates practice of medical technology. 

CHAP. 25088 (H. B. 166) Amends §$611.24 and 611.25, F. S. ’41, by providing 
alternative method of increasing or reducing capital stock or reducing par value 
of shares thereof, for certain corporations for profit. 

CHAP. 25090 (H. B. 138) Relates to expert witnesses in civil actions and fees 
of same. 

CHAP. 25091 (H. B. 116) Amends $40.34, F. S. ’41, relating to pay rolls for jurors 
and witnesses before grand juries. 

CHAP. 25092 (H. B. 163) Amends $8631.05, F. S. ’41, relating to the measure 
of damages when property is totally or partially destroyed by fire. 

CHAP. 25094 (H. B. 37) Amends $167.09, F. S. ’41, relating to improving, altering, 
etc., of parks, streets, highways, etc. 

CHAP. 25095 (H. B. 188) Authorizes persons required to make a bond to enter 
into an agreement with his surety for deposit of moneys and assets with bank, 
safe-deposit or trust company or other depository approved by court. 

CHAP. 25096 (H. B. 91) Declares organization of chain letter club, pyramid clubs, 
etc., to be lottery and prescribes penalty for participating therein. 

CHAP. 25097 (H. B. 363) Creates Florida State Fire College and provides for 
organization, operation, management, etc. 

CHAP. 25098 (S. B. 281) Requires inclusion on general election ballot for ratifi- 
cation or rejection, questions of participation of U. S. in World Federal Government 
Capable of Preventing War. 

CHAP. 25105 (H. B. 64) Amends $526.14, F. S. ’41, relating to indemnity insurance 
or bonds as prerequisite to issuance of license to dealers, etc., in liquefied petroleum 
gas. 

CHAP. 25106 (S. B. 239) Amends §99.24, F. S. ’41, relating to instructions for 
electors. 

CHAP. 25107 (S. B. 221) Authorizes board of control to act as trustee in certain 
cases. 

CHAP. 25108 (S. B. 148) Adds $733.50 authorizing any executor or administrator 
to waive statute of limitations regarding federal tax or deficiency therein. 

CHAP. 25109 (S. B. 185) Provides for recovery of damages by persons bitten 
by dogs. 

CHAP. 25110 (H. B. 399) Relates to judicial notice of laws of other jurisdictions 
and proof thereof. 

CHAP. 25111 (H. B. 394) Relates to business records as evidence. 

CHAP 25112 (H. B. 15) Amends ch. 250, F. S. ’41, same being the military code. 

CHAP. 25114 (H. B. 315) Legalizes taking of speckled trout from salt waters of 
state. 

CHAP. 25115 (H. B. 65) Amends $629.01, F. S. ’41, by defining “insurer” to include 
certain attorneys. 

CHAP. 25116 (H. B. 281) Adds $67.02-1 to F. S. ’41, relating to certiorari and 
the effect of the denial of a petition therefor. 

CHAP. 25117 (H. B. 175) Amends §63.64, F. S. ’41, relating to pleading and 
practice in chancery. 

CHAP. 25123 (S. B. 60) Provides for occupational license tax on coin operated 
radio receiving sets. 


CHAP. 25124 (S. B. 26) Exempts certain citrus juice coin operated vending 
machines from taxation. 


CHAP. 25125 (S. B. 294) Amends §420.18, F. S. ’41, relating to financing the 
construction of armories. 


CHAP. 25126 (H. B. 105) Amends §340.01, F. S. ’41, providing for female jurors. 


Me 
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CHAP. 25138 (H. B. 520) Prohibits state officers and employees from engaging 
in certain political activities. 

CHAP. 25139 (H. B. 507) Amends §320.14, F. S. ’41, relating to fractional regis- 
tration of motor vehicles. 

CHAP. 25140 (H. B. 505) Amends $320.28, F. S. ’41, relating to nonresident 
dealers in secondhand motor vehicles. 

CHAP. 25141 (H. B. 304) Amends $409.27-2, F. S. ’41, relating to the operation 
of automatic vending machines for benefit of needy blind persons. 

CHAP. 25143 (H. B. 624) Adds $102.011, F. S. ’41, relating to procedure for 
nominating candidates for presidential elector. 

CHAP. 25144 (H. B. 419) Amends $635.21, F.S. ’41, relating to the issuance of 
life insurance policies. 

CHAP. 25145 (H. B. 791) Amends §347.11, F. S. ’41, relating to grant of fran- 
chises for construction and maintenance of bridges, causeways, tunnels, etc., upon, 
over, etc., state lands. 

CHAP. 25146 (H. B. 351) Regulates structural pest control. 

CHAP. 25147 (H. B. 475) Authorizes board of control to insure motor vehicles 
operated, etc., by said board. 

CHAP. 25148 (S. B. 183) Amends ch. 576, F. S. ’41, relating to the manufacture 
and sale of commercial fertilizer. 

CHAP. 25149 (S. B. 123) Amends $8595.01, 595.07, repeals all other sections in 
said ch. 595, repeals chs. 594, 596-600, F. S. ’41, and provides for the regulation 
and control of citrus industry in state. 

CHAP. 25150 (H. B. 506) Amends §$319.21-319.34, F. S. ’41, relating to motor 
vehicle title certificates. 

CHAP. 25183 (H. B. 582) Regulates sale of beef produced in state. 

CHAP. 25184 (H. B. 193) Authorizes county commissioners in counties having 
zoning powers, power to determine distance between place of sale of intoxicating 
liquors and churches and schools. 

CHAP. 25185 (H. B. 250) Provides time within which petitions for writs of 
certiorari shall be filed in supreme court to review orders of Florida railroad and 
public utilities commission. 

CHAP. 25186 (H. B. 514) Authorizes state board of education to make exchanges 
of lands of state school fund under certain conditions. 

CHAP. 25187 (H. B. 622) Amends $899.15, 99.18-99.20, adds $8$99.17-1, 99.19-1 
and 99.20-1, F'. S. ’41, relating to holding elections and ascertaining the results. 

CHAP. 25189 (H. B. 436) Relates to issuance of group insurance policies. 

CHAP. 25195 (S. B. 1020) Provides that ch. 25149 (S. B. 123), approved in 1949 
session relating to citrus fruit, shall not apply to citrus products heretofore processed 
or may be processed prior to August 1, 1949. 

CHAP. 25201 (S. B. 434) Amends §374.13-1, F. S. ’41, regulating the taking of 
shrimp from the salt waters of state. 

CHAP. 25202 (S. B. 433) Amends $374.13, F. S. ’41, relating to taking of shrimp 
or prawn by cast net from inside waters of state. 

CHAP. 25204 (S. B. 592) Fair trade act. 

CHAP. 25209 (H. B. 407) Provides for flood control, reclamation, conservation 
and allied purposes in state in cooperation with United States. 

CHAP. 25210 (H. B. 618) Amends $954.06, F. S. ’41, relating to gain time of 
prisoners for good conduct. 

CHAP. 25211 (H. B. 770) Relates to Everglades drainage district. 


CHAP. 25212 (H. B. 914) Grants right of eminent domain in flood control dis- 
tricts, drainage and sub-drainage districts. 


CHAP. 25213 (H. B. 917) Refers to acquisition of land or rights in land between 
any flood control district created by 1949 legislature and any public agency. 
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CHAP. 25214 (H. B. 772) Creates central and southern Florida flood control 
district. 

CHAP. 25234 (H. B. 639) Relates to pleadings in civil actions in any of courts 
of record and when judicial proceeding relating thereto shall be harmless error. 

CHAP. 25235 (H. B. 404) Amends §102.72, F. S. ’41, relating to delegates to 
national convention. 

CHAP. 25236 (S. B. 34) Relates to livestock running at large upon public roads. 

CHAP. 25237 (S. B. 593) Amends $8584.02, 584.06, F. S. ’41, regulating shipment 
and movement of bees and used bee equipment into and within state; repeals 
§584.05. 

CHAP. 25239 (S. B. 413) Amends $500.15, F. S. ’41, relating to misbranded drugs. 

CHAP. 25240 (S. B. 111) Amends $392.07, F. S. °41, relating to admission of 
patients to tuberculosis sanatoria; repeals §$392.08-392.10. 

CHAP. 25241 (S. B. 550) Relates to compulsory isolation and hospitalization of 
certain persons infected with tuberculosis. 

CHAP. 25242 (S. B. 419) Cancels certain permits to conduct race meetings. 

CHAF. 25243 (S. B. 262) Amends $27.25, F. S. ’41, to provide for one stenographer 
for office of state attorney in each judicial circuit. 

CHAP. 25244 (H. B. 660) Amends $440.13, F. S. ’41, requiring medical report to 
be furnished injured employee in workmen compensation cases. 

CHAP. 25245 (H. B. 283) Provides unauthorized entry on enclosed land or posted 
land to be prima facie evidence of intent to commit act of trespass or other act. 

CHAP. 25246 (H. B. 280) Prohibits removal, damaging, etc., of posted notice 
placed upon lands. 

CHAP. 25247 (S. B. 420) Relates to building and loan associations by providing 
for appointment of conservator and liquidator. 

CHAP. 25248 (S. B. 381) Amends $205.31, F. S. ’41, relating to circuses, traveling 
shows and other temporary amusements. 

CHAP. 25250 (S. B. 1073) Provides that ch. 25145, acts 1949 amending $347.11, 
FE. S. 41, shall not affect ch. 25024, acts 1949, relating to toll bridges and causeways. 

CHAP. 25255 (H. B. 71) Creates state board of dispensing opticians; prescribes 
powers, duties, etc. 

CHAP. 25257 (S. B. 510) Amends $550.16, F. S. ’41, relating to daily license fee 
in lieu of tax from pari-mutuel pools. 

CHAP. 25258 (S. B. 944) Amends $550.08, F. S. ’41, relating to maximum length 
of race meetings. 

CHAP. 25259 (S. B. 549) Relates to drunken or reckless flying; provides penalties. 

CHAP. 25260 (S. B. 425) Amends $561.42, F. S. ’41, relating to financial interest 
in business of vendors by manufacturers and distributors of alcoholic beverages. 

CHAP. 25261 (S. B. 411) Requires word “Florida” to be stamped on lids or con- 
tainers of taxable malt beverages. 

CHAP. 25262 (S. B. 548) Relates to acquirement of airports and facilities by 
improvement commission. 

CHAP. 25263 (H. B. 789) Amends $$75.02, 75.03, 75.05, 75.06, F. S. ’41, relating to 
bond validation proceedings. 

CHAP. 25264 (H. B. 1096) Authorizes improvement commission to sell bonds, 
notes, etc., at private sale. 


CHAP. 25265 (H. B. 82) Increases license fees from $100 to $200 a year for em- 
ployment agencies after 1949. 

CHAP. 25266 (H. B. 760) Amends §208.44, F. S. ’41, extending one cent emer- 
gency gas tax to July 1, 1951. 

CHAP. 25267 (H. B. 985) Closes certain streets and alleys recorded and used 
for or in connection with race tracks. 


| 
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CHAP. 25268 (H. B. 288) Permits ‘seeing eye’ dog to accompany master into 
hotels, restaurants, etc. 

CHAP. 25269 (S. B. 572) Regulates traffic regarding blind pedestrians. 

CHAP. 25673 (H. B. 626) Removes limitation on allowable campaign expenses; 
requires report on sums expended. 

CHAP. 25274 (Com. Sub. H. B. 120 and 142) Amends $733.20, F. S. °41, relating 
to probate law; expenses of administration. 

CHAP. 25275 (H. B. 155) Authorizes institution of quo warranto proceedings by 
any land owner upon refusal of attorney general to institute same. 

CHAF. 25276 (H. B. 204) Relates to recording of assignments or transfer of tax 
sales certificates. 

CHAP. 25277 (H. B. 231) Validates powers of attorney or conveyances without 
seals or witnesses, etc., which have been recorded for seven years or more in county 
where land is located. 


CHAF.. 25278 (H. B. 338) Amends $770.04, F. S. °41, relating to libel; liability 
of radio broadcasters. 


CHAP. 25280 (H. B. 496) Amends $374.08, F. S. °41, regulating taking of stone 
crab. 


CHAP. 25306 (H. B. 376) Amends $32.07, F. S. °41, relating to salary of judges 
of criminal court of record. 

CHAP. 25325 (S. B. 238) Repeals $98.27, F. S. °41, relating to publication of list 
of voters. 


CHAP. 25326 (S. B. 47) Amends ch. 472, F. S. °41, relating to certificates of regis- 
tration for land surveyors. 

CHAP. 25340 (S. B. 544) Amends $561.42, F. S. 41, relating to sale of alcoholic 
beverages on credit and increases tax on said beverage. 


CHAP. 25341 (S. B. 790) Relates to appointment of committee to investigate 
welfare board. 


CHAP. 25342 (S. B. 935) Florida motor vehicle safety act. 
CHAP. 25343 (S. B. 640) Relates to and creates business of ‘Discount (Consumer) 
Financing.” 


CHAP. 25344 (S. B. 543) Exempts domestic insurers from premium tax if home 
office in this state. 


CHAP. 25345 (S. B. 211) Amends $634.06, F. S. ’41, relating to examinations of life 
insurance agents. 

CHAF’. 25346 (S. B. 656) Authorizes non-profit corporations to act as trustee of 
property when it has beneficial, contingent or remainder interest. 

CHAP. 25353 (S. B. 441) Creates board of parks and historic memorials. 

CHAP. 25354 (H. B. 849) Adds section to ch. 550, F. S. ’41, authorizing certain 
non-profit agricultural cooperative associations to hold quarter running horse race 
meetings. 


CHAP. 25355 (H. B. 244) Amends $8628.08, 628.12, F. S. °41, relating to reciprocal 
or inter-insurance exchanges. 


CHAF. 25357 (H. B. 282) Relates to requirements of a legal fence or enclosure; 
repeals §$$588.02-588.06, F. S. °41. 

CHAP. 25358 (H. B. 570) Amends $8585.01, 585.08, 585.11, 585.15, 585.17, 585.19, 
585.24, 585.25 and adds $585.47, F. S. ’41, relating to live stock sanitary board. 

CHAP. 25359 (S. B. 371) Amends several sections of ch. 561, F. S. ’41, relating to 
the administration, regulation, transportation, distribution, etc., of alcoholic beverages. 

CHAP. 25360 (H. B. 1487) Amends H. B. 520 which prohibits state officers or 
employees from engaging in certain political activities to provide that person may 
participate in his own election or re-election. 

CHAF. 25361 (H. B. 939) Authorizes board of administration to invest sinking 
funds from counties. 


CHAP. 25362 (H. B. 926) Relates to collateral security for funds of board of 
administration. 
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CHAP. 25363 (H. B. 548) Amends and repeals several sections of chs. 228, 229, 
230, 231, 232, 236, 240, 242, F. S. ’41, relating to education. 

CHAP. 25364 (H. B. 541) Establishes division of vocational rehabilitation; pro- 
vides for officers, duties, etc. 


CHAP. 25365 (H. B. 722) Amends $$875.15-875.17, 875.26, F. S. ’41, relating to 
illegal voting. 


CHAP. 25366 (H. B. 370) Amends $638.16, F. S. ’41, relating to sick and funeral 
benefit insurance. 


CHAP. 25368 (H. B. 242) Relates to service of process upon insurers not authorized 
to transact business in state. 


CHAP. 25369 (C. S. for H. B. 263, 295 and H. C. R. 217) Creates legislative ref- 
erence bureau and council; provides for operation, etc. 

CHAP. 25370 (S. B. 942) General appropriation act. 

CHAP. 25371 (H. B. 187) Authorizes selection of site for chronic alcoholic hos- 
pital; provides for operation, etc. 

CHAP. 25372 (H. B. 560) Amends several sections of ch. 382, F. S. ’41, relating 
to vital satistics law. 


CHAP. 25375 (H. B. 1053) Authorizes inclusions of time as members of legisla- 
ture on state retirement. 

CHAP. 25376 (H. B. 151) relates to appointment of curator for legally incompetents. 

CHAP. 25377 (H. B. 852) Amends $8610.11, 610.15, F. S. ’41, relating to corpora- 
tion capital stock tax. 

CHAP. 25378 (H. B. 452) Repeals $98.16, F. S. °41, relating to eligibility of super- 
visor of registration to other office. 

CHAP. 25379 (H. B. 625) Amends $8102.09, 102.17, 102.24, 102.44, F. S. °41, relating 
to registration of electors. 

CHAP. 25380 (H. B. 637) Amends $102.57, repeals $102.59, F. S. ’41, relating to 
filing of campaign expense statements and names of workers. 

CHAP. 25381 (H. B. 894) Amends $98.39, F. S. ’41, relating to procedure when 
elector moves from one district to another. 

CHAP. 25382 (H. B. 895) Adds $102.312, F. S. ’41, relating to qualification oath 
and filing fees of candidates for national committeemen and committeewomen. 

CHAP. 25383 (H. B. 620) Amends several sections of ch. 98, F. S. 41, relating to 
qualification and registration of voters. 

CHAP. 25384 (H. B. 621) Amends several sections of ch. 99, F. S. ’41, relating to 
holding elections and ascertaining results. 

CHAP. 25385 (H. B. 623) Substitutes $$101.01-101.14, F. S. ’41, for chapter 101 now 
in F. S. ’41, relating to absentee voting. 

CHAP. 25386 (H. B. 627) Amends $8102.37, 102.38, 102.39, 102.41, F. S. ’41, re- 
lating to primary elections. 

CHAP. 25387 (H. B. 702) Amends $899.03, 99.45, F. S. ’41, relating to holding 
elections and ascertaining results. 

CHAP. 25388 (H. B. 736) Amends §$102.11, 102.19, 102.21, 102.25, 102.46, F. S. ’41, 
relating to primary elections. 


CHAP. 25389 (H. B. 737) Amends $102.28, F. S. ’41, relating to assessment by 
political party. 

CHAP. 25390 (H. B. 773) Repeals $98.33, F. S. ’41, relating to certificates of transfer. 

CHAP. 25391 (H. B. 628) Relates to permanent single registration system. 

CHAP. 25392 (H. B. 454) Prohibits holding special elections prior to dates of 
primary and general elections. 

CHAP. 25393 (H. B. 612) Amends $320.08, F. S. ’41, relating to license fees upon 
registration or reregistration of certain motor vehicles. 
CHAP. 25394 (H. B. 828) Amends $641.01, F. S. ’41, relating to hospital service 
plans. 


CHAP. 25395 (H. B. 834) Amends $469.05, F. S. °41, relating to city regulations over 
plumbing. 


=> 
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CHAP. 25398 (H. B. 1197) Amends $8238.01, 238.05-238.07, F. S. °41, relating 
to teachers’ retirement system. 

CHAP. 25403 (H. B. 206) Amends $$193.29, 193.30, F. S. 41, relating to the filing 
of copies of county assessment rolls. 

CHAP. 25404 (H. B. 241) Amends $638.02, F. S. ’41, relating to capital required 
to engage in sick and funeral benefit business. 

CHAP. 25405 (H. B. 437) Amends §236.08, F. S. ’41, relating to duty of state super- 
intendent of public instructions to determine and certify allocation of funds. 

CHAP. 25406 (H. B. 564) Relates to licensing and examination of accident and 
health insurance agents. 


CHAP. 25407 (H. B. 1077) Amends $$582.15, 582.16, F. S. ’41, relating to soil 
conservation districts. 

CHAF. 25408 (H. B. 738) Authorizes surety companies to set up unearned pre- 
mium reserves on bail bonds and certain other bonds in judicial proceedings. 

CHAF. 25409 (H. B. 629) Amends $630.05, F. S. ’41, relating to deviations from 
rate filings with insurance commissioner for casualty insurance and fidelity, guar- 
anty and surety bonds. 


CHAP. 25410 (H. B. 556) Amends $134.03, F. S. ’41, relating to county officers’ 
and employees’ retirement system. 


CHAP. 25411 (H. B. 314) Amends $231.50, F. S. ’41, relating to teachers’ retire- 
ment allowance. 

CHAP. 25412 (H. B. 1569) Provides that ch. 25145 relating to bridge construction 
franchises shall not repeal ch. 25024 relating to toll bridges and causeways. 

CHAP. 25413 (H. B. 1612) Fixes time for dog racing meets for tracks located north 
of latitude thirty degrees. 

CHAP. 25414 (S. B. 714) Relates to licensing of supervisory general agents and 
licensed resident agents for insurers writing fire, causalty or surety insurance 
policies. 

CHAP. 25415 (S. B. 688) Amends $855.07, F. S. ’41, relating to hours of playing 
baseball on Sunday. 

CHAP. 25416 (S 
ment fund. 


CHAP. 25417 (S. B. 289) Amends $121.02, F. S. ’41, relating to state officers’ and 
employees’ retirement system. 


CHAP. 25418 (S. B. 69) Amends $8323.01, 323.05, 323.14, F. S. ’41, relating to auto 
transportation companies. 


CHAP. 25419 (S. B. 1040) Relates to acceptance by state treasurer of safekeeping 
receipts covering public funds. 


CHAP. 25433 (H. B. 212) Relates to destruction of certain records by circuit 
court clerks. 


. B. 312) Relates to investment of monies of internal improve- 


CHAP. 25435 (H. B. 1207) Relates to payment of estate taxes by beneficiaries 
where there is no will directing other manner of payment. 


CHAP. 25437 (H. B. 678) Validates valuations of Murphy act lands. 


CHAP. 25438 (H. B. 720) Requires results of referendum elections to be recorded 
with secretary of state. 


CHAP. 25441 (H. B. 149) Repeals $52.01, F. S. ’41, which requires all pleas to be 
sworn to. 


CHAP. 25442 (H. B. 739) Relates to mosquito control. 


CHAP. 25469 (S. B. 273) Amends $135.01, F. S. ’41, relating to notice of erection 
and repairs of county buildings. 


CHAP. 25502 (H. B. 215) Authorizes destruction of performance bonds over 
twenty years old. 

CHAP. 25503 (H. B. 581) Relates to lands dedicated to cities for park purposes 
and title may not be challenged after thirty years. 


CHAP. 25504 (H. B. 455) Requires county judges to submit list of persons declared 
insane. 
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Autographed photograph of Governor Perry, which he pre- 
sented to a Tallahassee high school student, Miss Mena Will- 
iams, selected to present to him a silk American Flag made 
from silk grown in Florida. Miss Williams is now Mrs. Mena 


W. Hirschburg of Jacksonville. 
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FLORIDIANS DISTINGUISHED AT THE BAR AND 
ON THE FIELD OF BATTLE 


by 


HERBERT U. FEIBELMAN 
of the Miami Bar 


EDWARD AYLSWORTH PERRY,! Brigadier-General, C. S. A., 
and former Governor of Florida 


“Let no cunning sculpture, no monumental marble deface with mock dignity 
the patriot’s grave, but rather let the unpruned vine, the wildflower and the 
free song of the uvcaged bird, all that speaks of freedom and of peace, be 
gathered around it.” 

—S. S. Prentiss on Lafayette. 

How like Lafayette in his espousal of the American cause was Edward 
Aylsworth Perry in his brilliant service to Florida and the Confederacy !? Though 
a native of Massachusetts, Perry bravely moved to the defense of Florida within 
a scant four years of his adopted residence, and risked all to preserve those 
rights for which the men of Florida and the South fought the fight that ‘‘made 


failure glorious.”* In one battle, General Perry actually opposed his own, 
his favorite brother. 


Edward Aylsworth Perry, the son of Asa and Philura Aylsworth Perry, 
was born in Richmond, Massachusetts, March 15, 1831. His birthplace was 
his father’s farm, reputed to be the highest point in the Berkshires. 

He attended Yale University, Class of 1854, but did not graduate. He reg- 
istered in 1850 and was a Freshman and Sophomore but he resigned in 1852,° 
when he went South first to Danville (Sumpter County), Georgia, where he 
lived with a family by the name of McKee. His attraction for the Southern 
people is manifest in a letter to his mother: “I have found a most pleasant 
home in the family of one of the richest planters in Georgia by the name of 
McKee. If I had looked through the whole South, I think I could not have found 
a more agreeable family.” From Danville, he went to Colarine, Alabama. This 
was a community settled by the Dunklin family of South Carolina, nes, rela- 
tives of the family of Mrs. Perry. Here young Perry taught in a small private 
school. He then moved to Greenville, Alabama, south of Montgomery. He and 
a friend and Yale classmate, Bill Maples, of Selma, Alabama, taught in the 
Greenville Academy, which was a preparatory school for the State University. 
While in Greenville, he met the woman who was to be his wife, a cousin of 
Hilary A. Herbert, destined to become one of Alabama’s most distinguished 
citizens, a member of Congress from Alabama and Secretary of the Navy 
under President Grover Cleveland. 

Edward Aylsworth Perry and Hilary Herbert read law together, and pre- 
pared for the Alabama law examination, which both took and passed in Mont- 


1. According to Mrs. Hottel, surviving daughter of Governor E. A. Perry, ‘““Aylsworth” 
was always spelled without the “e”’ by the family. 

2. Florida had a previous governor by the name of Perry—Madison S. Perry, 
native of South Carolina, who moved to Alachua County in 1847, and was 
elected Governor in 1857—the last of the ante-bellum governors. He was a 
planter and not a lawyer. 

3. Mrs. Hottel records that her father’s “Decision to uphold the South was not 
influenced by his fondness for his having made his home there, or by his love 
for my Mother, but because he felt that the South’s cause was just and right”. 

4. David. 

5. Letter from Bursar of Yale University. 


252 FLORIDA LAW JOURNAL 


nary, Friday, March 13, 1857, two days before Perry became 26 years of 
age.® 

A short time after being admitted to the Alabama bar, Perry moved to 
Pensacola, Florida. He had some sort of affiliation with Judge Richard L. 
Campbell, and the firm name of “Campbell and Perry” appeared in many cases, 
but the existence of a partnership is much disputed by well informed citizens 
of Pensacola.? 

In 1859 he married Wathen Virginia Taylor in Greenville, Alabama. Of this 
marriage, five children were born; one daughter, Ruby Mallory, survives. She is 
now the wife of Admiral James Freeman Hottel, Coast Guard, retired, and re- 
sides in St. Margaret’s Parish near Annapolis, Maryland.’ 


Mrs. Hottel was christened Ruby Mallory, 
but changed her name to Ruby Aylsworth 
after the family of Governor Perry’s mother. 


When the war clouds gathered in 1861, 
Edward Aylsworth Perry organized a com- 
pany of infantry in Pensacola, the “Pensa- 
cola Rifles”, and was elected captain. His 
command became a part of the Second Flor- 
ida Regiment, of which, on reorganization, 
he was to become colonel in May, 1862.° The 
regiment was sent to Virginia, and became 
a part of General James Longstreet’s division. 
Colonel Perry commanded the regiment at 
Seven Pines and in the Seven Days’ battles 
around Richmond. From the first the regi- 
ment and its commander were conspicuous 
for their valor and efficiency. At Frayser’s 
Farm Colonel Perry was severely wounded. 
General Longstreet mentions him among 
others as distinguished for gallantry and 

skill. He was commissioned Brigadier-General 
BRIG.-GENERAL PERRY, C. S. A. on August 28, 1862, when he was 31 years 
old. Upon his recovery from his wounds, 
1P laced i mand of the 

From a miniature painted while Gen- “eneral Perry was placed In com o 
eral Perry was in Richmond, Va. newly organized Florida Brigade, which he 


6. Page 183 of the minutes of the Supreme Court of Alabama of that year. Both 
Perry and Herbert were admitted in the same court order. 

7. Judge E. C. Maxwell of Pensacola, friend of the Perry family, says that while 

Judge Campbell and General Perry “did quite a bit of practice together, there 
was never a partnership between them” though the dockets of the circuit 
court for Escambia county show that the firm appears to have existed until 
1871. In 1863 the firm appeared in 53 of 127 common law cases docketed, in 8 
of 26 chancery cases docketed. 
General Perry’s offices were on the S. W. Corner of Palafox and Romana streets 
in a two-story red brick building. His brother, David, veteran of the Civil War 
on the Union side, had his office in the same building in the rear of General 
Perry’s offices. 

8. The other children were Katherine Genevieve, who married Charles B. Park- 
hill, later County Solicitor of the Criminal Court of Record of Escambia 
County, Judge of the First Judicial Circuit, Associate Justice of the Supreme 
Court, and in Tampa, Judge of the Criminal Court; Ellen Herbert, who married 
Dr. William H. Ross of Mobile, member of a most prominent Alabama family; 
Edward Wathen, who married Miss Henrietta Thames of Greenville, Alabama, 
now living; Frances Taylor, who married Conrad M. Strong of Washington, 
L. C. Mr. Strong was a lawyer, son of Mary Byrd Dallas, daughter of Alexander 
J. Dallas, U.S.N. She was a member of the famous Byrd family of Virginia. 

9. Confederate Military History, Vol. II. 


FLORIDA LAW JOURNAL 253 


led at Chancellorsville. In the battle of Gettysburg, Perry’s brigade with Wright’s 
and Wilcox’s, pressed close up to the Federal lines, and at one time broke through; 
but for lack of support had to be withdrawn from the advanced position. It is 
claimed by Perry’s brigade that its losses at Gettysburg were heavier than those 
of any other brigade of the Confederate army. In the battle of the Wilderness, 
General Perry was a second time severely wounded. In 1864, he was seriously 
wounded and permanently disabled for combat. He first went to Alabama, near 
Greenville, before resuming law practice after the surrender.” 


During the dark days of reconstruction, he remained true to the people of 
the South and of Florida, and shared the common lot. 


In his profession, he enjoyed a large and lucrative practice, through “his 
ability, force of character, and diligence and high moral worth”. Judge James 
Bryan Whitfield, in his “Florida State Government”, says that Governor Perry 
“As a lawyer stands at the head of the Bar and his commanding influence has 
long been felt throughout the State”. For years, he and W. A. Blount, who 
later became president of the American Bar Association, were considered the 
two leading attorneys in Pensacola and West Florida.'! The reports of decisions 
of the Supreme Court of Florida and the Supreme Court of the United States 
disclose a breadth and quality of practice that only a man of great ability 
could enjoy. His cases were conducted with evident skill and that mastery of 
the law and the facts, that identifies the lawyer of ability and standing. 


General Perry’s associates at the bar in Pensacola and Escambia County, 
on December 3, 1889, through a committee composed of J. P. Jones, John C. 
Avery, and A. C. Blount, Jr., (brother of W. A. Blount), adopted resolutions 
upon the death of General Perry, which have been spread upon the minutes 
of the Circuit Court: 


“We deplore his loss as a citizen, a lawyer and a friend, because as 
a citizen he deserved and received the highest gift which the people 
of Florida could confer. As a lawyer he achieved by perseverence, study 
and untiring devotion to his clients’ causes merited and preeminent 
success, and as an associate he exhibited in his life and conduct those 
qualities that illustrate the brotherhood of Man.” 


When General Perry passed away, he left a substantial estate for those 
days.!2 


10. General Perry was in hiding in a cave. Nearby his wife lived in a cabin. One 
day, she and an aunt, younger than she, were accosted by some stragglers, 
drunken Union soldiers, and an officer came up, arrested the soldiers and 
saved the women from further humiliation. Twenty years later, there was 
a gathering of Governors in Brookline, Mass. Governor and Mrs. Perry at- 
tended. Colonel Candler was the host. He was the officer who twenty years 
before rescued Mrs. Perry. Colonel Candler told the story of the rescue, and 
proposed a toast “‘to a proud and brave young Southerner.” 

11. “Campbell and Perry” appear in three cases; General Perry, in twenty-one 
The cases are reported in Volumes 11, 12, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 and 21 of 
Florida reports. 

12. The appraisal of his estate, including his law library, was $36,235.67. Hon. 
W.H. Watson says the appraisal was low. The actual gross value of the estate 
was considerable. He left no will. His widow and his brother David were 
administrators. The attorney for the estate was William Fisher, the father 
of the present William Fisher, one of Pensacola’s leading attorneys. The senior 
Fisher grew up in General Perry’s law office and appears to have enjoyed the 
use of Governor Perry’s large law library. The wife of the present William 
Fisher is a granddaughter of Stephen R. Mallory, one of Florida’s truly great 
men, who gave up the chairmanship of the Naval Affairs Committee of the 
United States Senate to be Secretary of the Navy in the Confederate Cabinet. 
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General Perry owned his spa- 
cious home at the corner of 
Wright and Palafox Streets in 
Pensacola, which is now the 
home of the Pensacola Consis- 
tory of the Scottish Rite Ma- 
sons. He was active in real estate 
investments, and the records of 
the circuit court for Escambia 

i, —_— County reveal a number of suits 
The last Perry Home at Palafox and Wright Sts., to quiet title, filed by and against 
Pensacola. General Perry.}? 
(Photo by Author) 14 

He manifested an active interest and became a powerful factor in Florida poli- 
tics. There his natural capacity for leadership manifested itself. The Democratic 
State convention met in Pensacola in June 1884. In that convention Samuel Pasco,!5 
who from 1876 had been chairman of the Democratic Executive Committee, and 
Edward A. Perry (General Perry) were the rival contenders for the nomina- 
tion for Governor. There was a deadlock for some time. Finally Pasco withdrew 
in the interest of party harmony, and on his motion General Perry was unani- 
mously nominated and elected in the November following, serving for the 
term 1885-9.'° An important element in his popularity appears to have been 
his record as a Confederate General. Partly as the result of the withdrawal of 
Pasco at the convention of 1884, he, Pasco, was unanimously elected president 
of the Constitutional Convention of 1885, and in 1887 he was elected United 
States Senator by the legislature of that year, serving two terms, until de- 

feated by Taliaferro in 1899. 


It is significant that there was no Governor’s Mansion in Governor Perry’s 
day, and at first he moved into the home which Governor Bloxham had occu- 
pied next to the home of a Mr. George Lewis. 


At the election at which General Perry was chosen Governor, a majority of 
the highest vote cast was in favor of a constitutional convention, and among 
the first duties of the Perry administration was to provide for the framing of 
a new Constitution. On the first Tuesday of May, 1885, the election of delegates 
was held, and the convention convened on the second Tuesday of the June 
following. It is generally considered that the delegates were men of high 
calibre. The original constitution under which Florida now operates was drafted 
and accepted by the people. 


13. For their historic value, two of the chancery order books have been sent to 
the University of Florida libraries for safe-keeping. 

14. The first Perry home, occupied before the Civil War, was, according to Judge 
Maxwell, ‘‘on the L. & N. R. R. at what is now Brent Station, four miles North 
of town’’. It had been burned during the War and later the family lived on “the 
old Sawdust Road, now East Gregory Street.’’ Mrs. Hottel records that William 
Fisher, father of the present William Fisher, prominent Pensacola attorney, 
became a member of the family at 2 East Wright Street. 

15. Father of Samuel Pasco, Jr., for years law partner of W. H. Watson in the 
leading firm of Watson & Pasco, now Watson & Brown. Both Pascos were Grand 
Masters of the Masonic Grand Lodge of Florida, A. F. and A. M. 

16. Miss Mena Williams, now Mrs. Hirschburg, who furnished the autographed 
picture of General Perry, has rendered available to the author her eloquent 
address at his inauguration. Unfortunately, the limitations of space prevent the 
publication of it in entirety. Mrs. Hirschburg concluded, ‘‘Now the cloud is lifted, 
and your excellency, Governor Perry, holds back the curtain, while the sunlight 
of promise falls upon your people, and in recognition of this joyous time, we 
ask you, as our Chief Magistrate, to receive this Florida Flag for the State.” 
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As reflecting general conditions then obtaining in this state, it is important 
to note these words from the address of the permanent chairman of the 
convention, Samuel Pasco: 


“The passions engendered by the late war have cooled, the Union is firmly 
restored and permanently established; the people have become accustomed to 
their new political relations; those to whom the right of suffrage was extended 
by the reconstruction acts are learning to discharge the duties of citizenship 
with judgment and intelligence; the importance of educational progress was 
never more generally realized; the great work of internal improvement is ex- 
tending to every portion of the State, and our wonderful resources are being 
industriously developed.” 

General Ulysses 8S. Grant died while the convention was in progress. Reso- 
lutions expressing deep sorrow at his death and praising General Grant as a 
civilian, soldier and statesman, were adopted by the convention just 24 years 
after the surrender at Appomatox. 


At the general election in November, 1886, the new constitution was adopted 
by a vote of 31,803 to 21,243. 


Many significant events transpired during Governor Perry’s administration: 


The first legislature under the new constitution created six new counties: 
Osceola, Lee, DeSoto, Lake, Pasco and Citrus. 


A bureau of immigration was created by the legislature, composed of the 
governor, secretary of state, and commissioner of agriculture. This board con- 
tinued to function until 1891, when the work of encouraging immigration to 
Florida was taken over by the agricultural department. 

Upon the recommendation of Governor Perry, the legislature established a 
permanent railroad commission. 


Several institutions of higher learning had their beginnings. The corner- 
stone of the agricultural college at Lake City was laid. This later became the 
University of Florida. A normal school for whites was established at DeFuniak 
Springs and one for negroes at Tallahassee. The latter is now a large and well 
attended negro college. In 1885 Rollins College was opened at Winter Park. 
It derived its name from its main endowment, contributed by A. W. Rollins 
of Chicago. Two years afterward, DeLand University, inspired by Henry A. 
DeLand and endowed by John B. Stetson of Philadelphia, was founded. It 
later became known as Stetson University. 


Arbor Day was first celebrated in this state by a proclamation of Governor 
Perry Februuary 9, 1886. 


Florida continued to prosper in a phenomenal way. The property assessment 
rolls grew from $60,000,000.00 in 1886 to $90,000,000.00 in four years. State 
revenues reached a new high. During the Perry administration, Florida wit- 
nessed a large extension of railroad lines. It was during this regime that 
Henry M. Flagler constructed the Ponce de Leon’? and Alcazar hotels in St. 
Augustine. They were the beginning of a well known chain of hotels, that 
served to attract winter tourists to Florida. The centennial of the adoption of 
the Constitution of the United States was celebrated in 1889. Florida was rep- 
resented by General Jesse Johnson Finley, whose life was treated by this author 
in the April issue of this journal. He was appointed to fill the unexpired term 
of Charles W. Jones in the United States Senate to hold office until the con- 
vening of the next legislature, but was not seated because, it is said, his ap- 
pointment antedated the vacancy. In the election to fill the vacancy, there were 
three Democraic candidates—Ex-Governor Bloxham, Governor Perry and Samuel 


17. Governor Perry attended the opening of the Ponce de Leon hotel. 
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Pasco. Finally, after balloting had continued for a month and a half, Bloxham 
and Perry withdrew, and Samuel Pasco was elected over the Republican 
candidate. 


Florida’s militia was rendered more effective by the organization of the 
Florida State Troops under an Act of the legislature passed in 1887. 


The administration was not without its misfortunes. The year 1886 witnessed 
a most severe storm, lasting for three days in January. The temperature in 
Jacksonville went down to 15 degrees. It was the coldest weather in more than 
50 years. Great damage was done to citrus fruit and fruit trees. The great 
seismic convulsion, known as the Charleston earthquake, was felt in this state. 
Key West, St. Auguustine and DeLand suffered from large conflagrations—in 
no way connected with the earthquake. 


Perhaps the greatest tragedy of the period was the yellow fever epidemic 
of May, 1887, that was believed to have been brought from Havana through 
Key West. Various parts of the State were visited by this plague, which at that 
time was unconquerable. It manifested itself at Tampa and even Jacksonville, 
where there were nearly 5,000 cases and over 400 deaths. Prominent citizens 
of Jacksonville bravely faced the evil and gave their lives in behalf of their 
agonized fellow citizens. People contributed generously of their money to 
establish camps. The Federal Government purchased ground on the St. Mary’s 
river as a place of refuge and quarantine, Camp Perry, at which those desiring 
to go north were required to stay at the expense of the United States govern- 
ment. Other places were visited. In many ways, the people of this State suffered 
enormous losses. The epidemic gave the state a serious blow. 


The unfavorable events of the Perry administration were not of Governor 
Perry’s making, but were accidental or traceable to acts of God. Governor 
Perry demonstrated great vision and capacity for leadership. His adminis- 
tration was one of the most progressive and helpful in the entire history of 
the state. 


On his retirement from office, he returned to Pensacola. His health had 
failed his last year in Tallahassee. He proceeded to Bandera, Texas, where a 
sister-in-law and her husband, Alfred Scott, had a ranch. Mr. Scott had been 
with General Perry during the war. Governor Perry thought that his health 
would be improved in Texas. While in Texas, he and his son, Edward, went to 
inspect a ranch for horses for the son, and stopped in Kerrville, where Gen- 
eral Perry died from a cerebral hemorrhage October 15, 1889, at the age of 
58 years. His entire family, except one daughter, accompanied him on this 
fatal trip. Mrs. Perry was with him at the end. 


His remains were brought back to Pensacola, where he was buried with 
military and Masonic honors.'* His funeral was a conspicuous community event. 
Sorrow at his passing was widespread. After the grave had been closed, and 
the great crowd started to move away, a lonely figure of a powerful negro man 
approached the grave, knelt, buried his face in his hands, and wept. 


Pensacola’s great monolithic monument in Lee Square on Palafox and 
Jackson Streets contains tributes on its four sides: One to “the uncrowned 
heroes of the Southern Confederacy’, one to Jefferson Davis, one to Stephen 
R. Mallory, distinguished Pensacola citizen, who had been chairman of the 
naval affairs committee of the United States, one of Florida’s first two senators, 
and secretary of the navy in the Confederate cabinet, and this great tribute: 


18. Governor Perry was a 33° Mason. How significant it is that his home on Palafox 
Street is the home of the Scottish Rite Masons for the Pensacola Consistory! 
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“EDWARD AYLSWORTH PERRY 


Captain of the 
Pensacola ‘Rifles’ 
Colonel of the Second Florida Regiment 
General of the 
Florida Brigade in the Army 
of Northern Virginia 
Among the first to volunteer 
in the defense of his adopted 
State. Faithful in every 
position to which his merit 
advanced him. His life anc 
deeds constitute his best 
monument.” 


Mrs. Hottel’s appraisal of her father, colored as it may be by affection, 
asserts he was “a kind, just, generous and affectionate parent’. “Through 
older eyes,” she saw “with an awareness of those traits of character that 
endeared him not only to his family but to so many others in all walks of life.” 
Mrs. Hottel recalls “his natural dignity, a quiet forcefulness, and composure 
of manner, his wide human sympathies, his self-control (my Mother has told 
me that only once had she ever seen my Father give way to his temper). My 
Father had great personal magnetism. His voice was well modulated; he spoke 
economically and without gestures. He had a keen sense of humor, and the 


faculty of making friends. He was loyal and had many warm and lasting 
friendships”. 


Strong of mind, stout of heart, and firm of principle, he made and had 
his political enemies. 


But he was a patriot, a distinguished and useful citizen and lawyer. Florida 
owes him much. He was truly one of the great men of this State. 


BIBLIOGRAPHY— 


“Soldiers of Florida in the Seminole, Indian, Civil, Spanish-American 
Wars’, published under the supervision of the Board of State Institutions: 
“Memoirs of Florida’, by Rowland H. Rerick, edited by Francis P. Fleming; 
Confederate Military History; records of the courts of Escambia county: 
family papers in the possession of Governor Perry’s daughter, Mrs. Ruby 
Perry Hottel, who has been most generous and cooperative in discussing 
her father’s life and has read and approved the manuscript of this article; 
papers of Mrs. Mena W. Hirschburg; interviews and correspondence with 
William Fisher and John B. Jones of the Pensacola Bar, Max Bear, pioneer 
Pensacola business man, and Hon. E. C. Maxwell, twice a member of the 
supreme court of Florida, now retired in Pensacola. We admit a special debt 
of gratitude to W. H. Watson, distinguished Pensacola attorney, who, by 
interview and correspondence, has contributed much from his own abun- 
dant knowledge of Pensacola and Florida men and history. Report of C. H. 
Overman of West Florida Abstract & Title Co. Report of James E. Rice, 
Assistant Law Librarian, University of Miami Law School. 
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PRESIDENT AND LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE WORKED HARD 


The Legislature refused to go along with our recommendation with respect 
to a constitutional amendment setting up a new Article V, the Judiciary Article. 
However, by action of the Legislature there will be submitted to the voters at 
the next general election an amendment to Article V providing an adequate 
juvenile court system in Florida. We sponsored this amendment as an alterna- 
tive for complete revision of Article V. We should do our utmost to obtain a 
favorable vote on it. See the article: “Why a Constitutional Amendment 
Relating to Juvenile Courts” by Roger J. Waybright in the November, 1948, 
Journal. 

The Legislature also refused to pass the bill doing away with the diploma 
privilege. The substitute bill requiring three years study reached the calendar 
in both the House and Senate but died there. 


President Hunt made several trips to Tallahassee concerning these matters 
and other bar projects. He also had a number of conferences during the latter 
part of May and June with members of the Supreme Court relative to the new 
rules and the bar integration program. 

Our Legislative Committee, under the able leadership of Ralph Marsicano, 
worked diligently on behalf of our program. It was just not in the cards for us 
to completely attain our objectives at this session of the Legislature. Maybe 
we will have better luck next time. 

* * * 


The Committees on Legal Aid and Lawyers Title Guaranty Fund are now 
standing committees under an amendment to the Constitution and, therefore, 
should have been listed in the June Journal under standing committees instead 
o. special committees. 


LEGAL INSTITUTES 
Below is given a list of subjects available for Legal Institutes and proposed 
additional subjects. The committee would be indebted to any attorney who 
would write to John M. Allison, as Chairman, P. O. Box 1531, Tampa, Florida, 
advising which of these subjects, or any unlisted subject, he would undertake 
to accept assignments upon for use at Legal Institutes. 
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LIST OF SUBJECTS AVAILABLE 


Approved Methods of Minimizing Income and 
Estate Taxes for Clients and Attorneys 
Estate Tax Problems of General Practitioners 


Curative Statutes 
Trust and Trustees 
The Plaintiff’s Side of a Damage Suit 


Tax Titles in Florida 

Appellate Procedure and Appearances before 
Administrative Bodies 

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 

Federal Procedure 

Probate and Guardianship Law 


. Service by Publication 


Zoning Ordinances 
Declaratory Judgments 


Law Practice for Profit 


Defense of Damage Suits 

Appellate Preparation and Presentation 
Florida Criminal Procedure 

Law of Contempt 

State Government at Work 


. Our State Constitution 

. Lawyers Title Guaranty Fund Benefits 
. Proposed Common Law Rules 

. Duties of Attorney General 


—George W. Ericksen 
Charles Morehead 


—Perry A. Nichols 
Evan T. Evans 


—J. Velma Keen 
—J. M. Flower 


—Warren L. Jones 


—E. Harris Drew 
—Edward McCarthy 
Louis Bondsteel 

—Cody Fowler 
George E. Holt 
J. P. Simmons 


—Paul D. Barnes 
—Vincent C. Giblin 


—C. M. Gay, 
State Comptroller 


—Robert J. Bishop 


—Richard Ervin 


PROPOSED ADDITIONAL SUBJECTS 


Tax Problems in Connection with the Purchase 
and Sale of Real Estate 


Examination of Abstracts, Pointers and Pitfalls 


Methods of Discovery Under Florida Law 
Practicing Law Efficiently 

Valuations of Real Estate for Tax Purposes 
Practical Aspects of Mechanics Lien Laws 


Creditors and Spouses Rights with Respect to 
Inter-Vivos Trusts 


Federal Taxes and the Preparation of Wills 
Practice Under 1948 Income Tax Law 


Practice and Procedure Before the Florida In- 
dustrial Commission 


. Probate Practice 


Panel Discussion 1949 Florida General Legisla- 
tive Acts 


Legal and Pre-Legal Education 


—Tom Alexander 
Geo. B. Carter 
—wW. O. Mehrtens 


—J. Velma Keen 


3. 

4. 

6. 

9. 
10. 
13. 

15. 

17. 

18. 

20 

21 
22 

23 

2, 

9. 
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PROPOSED 1950 HAVANA CONVENTION PRICES 


Below you will find the rock bottom prices for holding the annual con- 
vention in Havana, Cuba, next spring. 

The President and Board of Governors wish to know the sentiment of 
the members. So, if you haven’t already done so, please submit to your local 
bar the proposition of whether or not they favor holding the next convention 
in Havana, Cuba, and advise Hon. Richard H. Hunt, President, Florida State 
Bar Association, Shoreland Building, Miami, Florida, sending me a copy. 


The President will also welcome individual letters from members. 


LEWIS H. TRIBBLE 
Secretary. 


SCHEDULE OF TRIP BY STEAMER 


Leave Miami _.. Wednesday April 1950 6:00 P. M. (tentative) 
Arrive Havana _ Thursday April 8:00 A.M. (tentative) 
Leave Havana Saturday April 6:00 P. M. (tentative) 
Arrive Miami — _- Sunday April 8:00 A.M. (tentative) 


Includes 2 nights on steamer 
3 Days—2 nights in Havana... Plus 


Round trip steamer fare (berth and meals included). 

U.S. and Cuban taxes. 

Transfer of passenger and hand baggage in Havana upon arrival and 

departure to Hotel Nacional de Cuba. 

4. Hotel accommodations American Plan basis (three meals a day basis 2 
persons per room). All meals provided for the entire trip. 

5. Sightseeing (a) City Tour—(b) Country Tour—and (c) Evening Tour in- 

cluding minimum charge in one night club. A discount has been allowed 

from the above trips if taken all in one package. If taken separately and 

arranged in Miami before departure, the prices are: City Tour $4.00— 

Country Tour $4.50—Evening Tour including one night club minimum charge 

$7.00. Sightseeing trips are optional. 


RATE EACH PERSON 


Trip including sightseeing: Trip without sightseeing: 
$95.00 double—$99.00 single $85.00 double—$89.00 single 


SCHEDULE OF TRIP BY AIR 


Leave Miami _ Thursday April 1950 8:00 A.M. (tentative) 
Arrive Havana —__. Thursday April 9:00 A.M. (tentative) 
Leave Havana. Saturday April 5:15 P. M. (tentative) 
Arrive Miami... Saturday April 6:15 P. M. (tentative) 


Includes 3 days—2 Nights in Havana... Plus 


Round trip plane fare by Pan Amercian or National Airlines. 

U. S. tax. 

3. Transfer of passenger and hand baggage in Havana upon arrival and 
departure to Hotel Nacional de Cuba. 

4. Hotel accommodations Hotel Nacional American Plan basis (three meals a 


day, 2 persons per room) starting with lunch day of arrival and ending 
with lunch day of departure. 


w 


: 
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5. Sightseeing (a) City Tour—(b) Country Tour and (c) Evening Tour in- 
cluding minimum charge in one night club. A discount has been allowed 
for these trips if taken all in one package. If taken separately and arranged 
in Miami before departure, the prices are: City Tour $4.00—Country Tour 


$4.50—Evening Tour $7.00 including minimum one club. Sightseeing trips 
are optional. 


RATE EACH PERSON 
Trip including sightseeing: Trip without sightseeing: 
$80.50 double—$84.50 single $70.50 double—$74.50 single 


Note to all members: Personal tips are not included in any of these 
schedules. 


Ample taxi service is available from downtown Havana to the Hotel 
Nacional for approximately 30¢ per passenger. A meeting room will be provided 
without charge by the Hotel Nacional. 


EUROPEAN PLAN SCHEDULE 


The European Plan trip we have planned will be the same as the steamer 
or air trips, except hotel accommodations will be provided on the European 


Plan (no meals included) at the Hotel Sevilla-Biltmore or Hotel Plaza at the 
following rates: 


BY STEAMER BY AIR 
Trip including sightseeing: Trip including sightseeing: 
$74.00 double—$76.00 single $59.50 double—$61.50 single 
BY STEAMER BY AIR 
Trip without sightseeing: Trip without sightseeing: 
$64.00 double—$66.00 single $49.50 double—$51.50 single 


Note to Junior Bar Members: If you have been admitted to practice less 
than 5 years, a special discount of an additional $8.00 is allowed on Steamer 
trip. 

Owen W. Pittman, Chairman 
Committee on 1950 Convention 
Arrangements. 
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They 


LEE L. BAKER and RAY E. UL- 
MER announce that MISS MARY LOU 
BAKER, formerly of St. Petersburg, 
Florida, and MR. WILLIAM Mac- 
KENZIE, Jr. formerly of Greenville, 
Florida, are now associated with their 
law firm BAKER & ULMER, 109 Legal 
Building, Clearwater, Florida. 


ROSS WILLIAMS retired as Circuit 
Judge of the Eleventh Judicial Circuit 
of Florida January 4, 1949, after serv- 
ing ten years consecutively as Circuit 
Judge and two years before that as 
Judge of the civil Court of Record, 
Dade County, Florida, and who was 
admitted to the Georgia Bar in 1919, 
and Florida Bar in 1922; has entered 
into the practice of law in Miami, 
Florida, with Ned M. Letts and Fred 
C. Davant, attorneys of Miami, Florida, 
both of whom served in World War II, 
in the United States Army Air Corps. 
Ned C. Letts is Judge Advocate of 
Harvey Seeds Post, American Legion, 
Miami, Florida. Fred C. Davant is an 
official of Miami Junior Chamber of 
Commerce and is also active in the 
American Legion. 


A new law firm of Weaver and Cook 
at 10914 East College Avenue has been 
formed in Tallahassee by LEON 
WEAVER and FREDERICKA E. 
COOK, both of Tallahassee. Both of 
the attorneys are graduates of the Uni- 
versity of Florida Law College. Weaver 
received his law degree in February 
this year and Miss Cook completed her 
study in September, 1948. 

ENNIS R. SHEPHERD, heretofore 
associated with John D. Kennedy in 
the practice of law, announces the open- 
ing of a law office at 220 S.W. Ist 
Avenue, Fort Lauderdale. Mrs. Shep- 
herd graduated from Florida Law 
School in September, 1947. 


PHILIP K. YONGE, formerly a 
member of the firm of Yonge, Beggs 
& Lane, Pensacola, became a member of 
the faculty of the Law School of the 
University of Florida effective Feb- 


ruary 1, 1949. Harold B. Crosby, who 
graduated from the University of 
Florida Law College in February 1948 
with high honors, and who had en- 
tered upon the practice of law at Kis- 
simmee, became an associate of the 
firm effective April 25, 1949. 


The firm of WILLIAMSON, GUN- 
STER & BAUGHER, First National 
Bank Building, Palm Beach, announces 
that E. MARTIN McGEHEE, formerly 
an associate, became a member of the 
firm as of January 1st. Davis S. Yoak- 
ley, who received his Bachelor of Laws 
degree from the University of Florida 
in September, 1948, is now connected 
with the firm as an associate. 


J. WILLIAM NORMAN, former 
Stetson law professor, announces open- 
ing of a law office in the Harvey Build- 
ing, West Palm Beach. He was ap- 
pointed to his former Stetson position 
after receiving his Master of Laws de- 
gree at Harvard Law School in 1947. 
Previously he had received his Bache- 
lor of Laws degree with honors at the 
University of Florida where he was 
a member of Phi Beta Kappa and Flor- 
ida Blue Key. During World War II 
he was a lieutenant in Naval Intelli- 
gence. 


J. TOM WATSON, former Attorney 
General, has opened law offices in the 
Stovall Professional Building, Tampa. 


ABE SCHONFELD and HARRY 
ARTHUR GREENBERG, of the Phila- 
delphia and Pennsylvania Bars an- 
nounce the formation of a partnership 
for the general practice of the law 
under the name of Schonfeld and 
Greenberg, with offices in the Mer- 
cantile Bank Building, 420 Lincoln 
Building, 420 Lincoln Road, Miami 
Beach 39, Florida. 


THOS. M. LOCKHART and BRUCE 
A. HOOD announce the formation of 
a partnership effective June 1, 1949, 
for the general practice of law under 
the firm name of Lockhart and Hood 
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with offices at 516-520 Sweet Building, 
Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 


LUCILLE SNOWDEN announces the 
opening of her office for the practice 
of law at 629 Seybold Building, Miami 
32, Florida. Special Assistant Attor- 
ney General, State of Florida 1947- 
1949. 


JOSEPH C. BLACK and DAN H. 
STUBBS, Jr., announce their associa- 
tion as partners for the general prac- 
tice of law under the firm name of 
Black & Stubbs and announce the open- 
ing of law offices at 401 Smith Build- 
ing, Jacksonville 2, Florida. 


EDWIN LEE MASON and HAROLD 
R. VANN announce the formation of a 
partnership for the general practice of 
law under the name of Mason and 
Vann, with offices at Small Claims 
Court Building, 777 N. W. 54th Street, 
Miami, Florida. 


FRANK L. PYLE who graduated at 
the University of Florida Law School 
in February 1949, wishes to announce 
that he is now engaged in the general 
practice of law with offices at 91314 
Main Street, Daytona Beach, Florida. 


JOHN R. BEACHAM and L. S. 
GAULDEN announce the dissolution of 
the law firm of Beacham and Gaulden, 
509 Harvey Building, West Palm Beach, 
Florida. Mr. Beacham will continue the 
practice of law at above address. Mr. 
Gaulden will continue the practice of 
law in his building at corner of Olive 
Ave. and Fourth Street. 


EDWARD F. BOARDMAN and 
GEORGE W. KATES announce their 
association in the general practice of 
law with offices at 601-602 Biscayne 
Building, Miami, Florida. 


A campaign is underway in Dade 
county to have some resident there ap- 
pointed a “roving” federal judge. 


Ernest Duhaime, assistant U. S. dis- 
trict attorney, said the Miami federal 


court last year handled 647 civil and 
968 criminal cases. The Young Demo- 
cratic Club has sent petitions to Sena- 
tors Pepper and Holland urging ap- 
pointment of an additional judge. 


Memorial services were conducted at 
Tampa for Victor Henry Knight and 
Alfred Lodgin Geiger, members of the 
bar who died during the past year. 
Circuit Judges Sandler and Parks and 
Criminal Court Judge Grayson were 
on the bench during the services. James 
McEwen, president of the bar associa- 
tion, presided. 

Clement L. Tweed of Miami was ap- 
pointed a commissioner of the Ever- 
glades Drainage district by Governor 
Fuller Warren. 


Earl D. Waldin, Jr., of New Smyrna 
Beach, has been invited by President 
Ollie Edmunds to serve as a part-time 
instructor of law at Stetson University 
this summer. 


Two Miami attorneys were among 
five members of Miami Council of 
Knights of Columbus who _ received 
scrolls for “outstanding achievements.” 
They are Clyde Atkins and Louis Jep- 
peway. Selection was based upon 
achievement in civic, professional, char- 
itable and welfare work. 

Joseph Michael Fitzgerald is back in 
his Homestead office after an appendix 
removal operation. 


Kenneth Horton, Lake Worth attor- 
ney, was guest speaker at the Lake 
Worth Rotary club’s farther-son lunch- 
eon. His father is Roland Horton, past 
district Governor of Rotary. 


William Huffman has been appointed 
assistant municipal judge of Miami 
Springs to serve when Judge Henry 
H. Taylor, Jr., is absent. 


Governor Warren appointed J. 
Lancelot Lester of Key West assistant 
state attorney for Monroe county, and 
the appointment was confirmed by the 
3enate. 
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INTEGRITY 


LAWYERS’ TITLE 
GUARANTY 


From 
LAWYERS’ TITLE GUARANTY FUND 


Phone 2-1646 


P. O. Box 2671 


Orlando, Florida 


FUND USE IS INCREASING 

The Fund continues to progress. 
Last month was one of the best in our 
short history. Whereas our membership 
participation showed that only about 
one-third of the members had used the 
Fund and found its advantages during 
the first year of operation, this num- 
ber is constantly increasing. More and 
more members are finding the advan- 
tages that accrue to themselves and 
their clients through using their Fund 
membership in guaranteeing their title 
examinations. 


Several firms of members have re- 
ported almost doubled revenue on their 
title work since adopting as a firm poli- 
cy the issuance of a Fund guarantee 
on all title examination work done by 
the firm. 

As more members and firms of mem- 
bers adopt this policy the Fund will 
continue to grow and expand, so as to 
render even greater service to the law- 
years and to their clients. 


FUND FAME IS SPREADING 

The Fund office continues to receive 
inquiries from other states as to what 
our plan is and how it works. In recent 
weeks we have had several inquiries 
from New York, North Carolina, and 


South Carolina. The State Bar Asso- 
ciation in Colorado has shown active 
interest as has the State Association 
in Texas. In fact, one local Bar Asso- 
ciation in Texas offered to pay round 
trip plane fare and all expenses for a 
speaker to present the plan as a fea- 
ture of their annual “homecoming” 
meeting. 


LEGISLATIVE REPORT 


The Regular Session of the 1949 Leg- 
islature is now history. Insofar as the 
interests of the Fund extend it was 
neither helpful nor harmful. No bills 
affecting our interest were passed. Only 
two bills of interest were introduced. 
These, as mentioned in last months 
News and Notes, were by Rep. Cobb, 
of Volusia, and Rep. Melvin, of Santa 
Rosa. The first had already been killed 
by the Committee on Judiciary Civil 
when our last edition went to press. 
The second—that by Rep. Melvin, for 
the regulation of abstract companies, 
suffered the same fate at the hands 
of the same committee a few days later. 

* * * 

At this writing, nothing further has 
been heard about the proposal of the 
Insurance Commissioner for a volun- 


tary plan of regulation by him of the 


title insurance business. 
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TAX TITLES 


The matter of insurability of Tax 
Titles has for a number of years occu- 
pied a major share of the attention of 
title lawyers. General Counsel Carter 
and Chairman Barnes, while serving as 
Executive Secretary, spent a great deal 
of time in research and in drafting the 
Fund policy and regulations on this 
subject. We cannot, because of space 
limitations, include the complete regu- 
Jations on Tax Titles in this one edi- 
tion. However, we will include, in ad- 
dition to the Regulation itself, a Gen- 
eral Statement on Tax Titles. 


REGULATION 5 
Tax Titles: 


Fund members are hereby author- 
ized to use the Fund’s guarantee on 
Tax Titles, both as to Form 1, (Owner) 
and Form 2 (Mortgagee); provided 
the issuing member completes the ap- 
propriate Fund Tax Title Form (Form 
T. T. 1 for Murphy Act titles Form 
T. T. 2 for Tax Titles acquired Coun- 
ty, etc.), which forms are hereby in- 
corporated as a part of this regulation 
by reference, by filling in all blanks 
and certifies the correctness of the 
completed Form T. T. on the certificate 
at the end of said Form, which shall 
accompany the Fund copy of the onin- 
ion and guarantee (Form 1 or Form 2) 
wher same is transmitted to the Fund 
office. 

Attention is directed to the accom- 
panying General Statement on Tax 
Titles which is hereby incorporporated 
as a part of this regulation and should 
be of considerable assistance in using 
the Fund Forms T. T. and in examin- 
ing Tax Titles. 


GENERAL STATEMENT 
on 
TAX TITLES 
(A part of Regulation 5) 

A large percentage of Florida tax 
titles are intrinsically good but there 
is a considerable risk in guaranteeing 
such titles and contracting to defend 
them. Most persons who have lost their 
property for non-payment of taxes feel 
that they have been imposed upon 


and are willing to litigate if they are 
not allowed to redeem. 

Although Section 196.07, F. S., 1941, 
provides for recovery by a tax title 
holder of the fair value of improve- 
ments, as well as the cost of the tax 
title, such recoveries would seldom be 
sufficient to fully indemnify the Fund. 

Beginning with Chap. 10040, Laws of 
1925, effective June 1, 1925, followed 
by various enactments through the 1945 
Legislature, the trend has been to make 
the steps in assessing, levying and col- 
lecting procedures for state and county 
revenue from real estate taxes direc- 
tory only, limiting rather severely the 
grounds on which the courts may in- 
validate tax titles. 

However, it is advisable to assume 
that any tax title will be held invalid 
if it is shown that either (1) the prop- 
erty was not taxable; or (2) the taxes 
were paid before sale by the county 
tax collector; or (3) the taxes were 
paid before expiration of right of re- 
demption, except in instances where the 
four year limitation in Section 196.06, 
F. S., 1941, apply. 

Care should be exercised to see that 
the tax title holder is a good faith 
older and there is nothing to indi- 
cate a scheme to use the tax title to 
defeat a mortgage or other lien, or to 
terminate any other rights or interest 
in the property. 

The Soldier’s and Sailor’s Civil Re- 
lief Act is a major consideration with 
all tax titles arising on and since Oc- 
tober 6, 1942, the date the Act became 
effective. Generally, the Act has been 
ignored or given inadequate considera- 
tion in attempting to terminate rights 
of redemption and creating tax titles. 
The decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States in LeMaistre v. Lef- 
fers et al, 68 S. Ct. 371, decided Feb- 
ruary 2, 1948, is an effective reminder 
of the efficacy of the Act. Properly, the 
court stated in its opinion “the Act must 
be read with an eye friendly to those 
who dropped their affairs to answer 
their country’s call.” A great deal of 
tax title property has been made avail- 
able to and acquired by veterans by 
public desire to give them preferences 
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in acquiring homes. A paradoxical sit- 
uation has been brought about by the 
Soldier’s and Sailor’s Civil Relief Act. 
Veterans have rightfully assumed that 
their tax titles are merchantable titles. 
The legislation that benefited them as 
soldiers and sailors by relieving them 
from anxiety and loss of property rights 
while they were in active service, is 
plaguing them after their return to 
civilian life. 

The Trustees of the Fund are adopt- 
ing this regulation conscious of the 
risk that exists. Yet, they realize that 
there is so much of the property in 
the State held under tax titles at the 
present time, that to prohibit the use 
of the Fund’s Guarantee of such titles 
would not be in the public interest. 
They believe that the obilgations of the 
Fund’s members, as members of the 
legal profession, and of the Fund, as 
an institution, are such that some cal- 
culated risk must be taken in estab- 
lishing the marketability of tax titles 
where possible. 


Generally, abstracts and chains of 
title do not disclose all the records an 
examining attorney needs to examine 
for an opinion on a tax title, and ad- 
ditional and specialized work is in- 
volved in such an examination. Such ad- 
ditional work and additional risk justi- 
fy extra fee charges. 


TYPES OF TAX TITLES: Tax 
titles in Florida may be roughly classi- 
fied into five types, putting titles that 
emanate from assessments made for 
state and county revenues into four 
classifications, and titles that emanate 
from assessments made for municipal 
taxes and all special taxing districts, 
such as drainage districts, as one clas- 
sification. The five types are: 


Class I. Murphy Act Lands (Chap. 
18296, Acts of 1987, Ch. 192.35 to 
192.38 F. S.), with deeds issued by 
the Trustees of the Internal Improve- 
ment Fund of the State of Florida. 

Class II. County Lands Acquired for 
delinquent taxes (Chapters 20722, Acts 
of 1941, and 22079, Acts of 19438, Cr. 
194 F. 8.) which are conveyed by deeds 
from boards of County Commissioners. 


Class III. All Tax Deeds issued by 
clerk of the Circuit Courts, either in the 
name of the State or in the name of 
the county, in response to an applica- 
tion made by a tax certificate holder, 
who purchased his certificate at the tax 
sale or from the clerk: 


Class 1V.Masters in Chancery deeds, 
based on foreclosures of tax liens evi- 
denced by either tax certificates or tax 
deeds; and 

Class V. Various kinds of conveyances 
made for titles emanating from assess- 
ments made by or for special taxing 
districts and municipalities. This clas- 
sification includes various methods of 
taxing and collecting procedures, too 
numerous for separate classification. 
With the 1940 amendment of Section 
2 of Article IX, of the Constitution, 
which eliminated levies on real and 
personal property, except intangible 
personal property, for state revenue a 
general revision of ad valorem tax laws 
for county revenue came about. The 
principal acts in such revision are 
Chapters 20722, Acts of 1941 and 22077, 
Acts of 1943, which are found in Chap- 
ters 193, 194 and 196 F. 8. 


Class I, Murphy Act Titles, are cov- 
ered in Form T. T. 1, and members 
are authorized to issue Guarantees of 
same in accordance with said Form. 


Class II, County Lands Acquired for 
Delinquent Taxes, are covered in Form 
T. T. 2, and members are authorized 
to issue Guarantees of those titles in 
accordance with that Form. 


Class III, Tax Deeds issued by 
Clerks of Circuit Courts in response 
to an application of a Certificate 
holder are in a separate classification 
because each deed is based on a sepa- 
rate proceeding. Each deed involves 
different circumstances and a blanket 
acceptance is deemed too hazardous. 
Unless the deed has been used as the 
basis of a suit to quiet the title or 
has been foreclosed as a lien no guar- 
antee can be written. After such a 
proceeding the title ceases to be a 
mere tax title and can then be guar- 
anteed without the extra fee required 
for guaranteeing tax titles. 
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Class IV, Masters in Chancery 
Deeds. The Trustees feel that for the 
present these titles should be indi- 
vidually considered as are those in 
Class III. 


Class V. Same as Classes III and IV. 


General Counsel and the Executive 
Secretary are continuing their re- 
search on the problems posed by 
Classes III, IVa and V. Any member 
who is confronted with a special prob- 
lem is invited to call upon the office 
personnel. 


We wish to earnestly solicit sugges- 
tions from the members for improv- 
ing the procedure and for increasing 
in any way the service rendered by 
the Fund to the Members and the 
public. The Trustees are at all times 
receptive to constructive suggestions 
from Members. 


In next month’s edition of News and 
Notes we will set out and discuss the 
forms used under this regulation for 
guaranteeing tax titles. 


FOR SALE 


SOUTHERN REPORTER 


Complete—Like New 


P. O. Box 1226 
Tallahassee, Florida 


Hotel GEORGE 


WASHINGTON 
300 Reems with 
Bath ond Shower. 


GARAGE 
with 


RATES... trom $3.50 


MAYFLOWER 
300 Reems with 
Bath and Shower. 

Famed ber its hospitalny 

levered slike by 


inter visitors om 
mercial Travelers. Radio. 
GARAGE in direst 
connection with lobby. 


RATES. .. from $3.00 


JEFFERSON 
Rooms with 
end Shower. 
Au conditioned Laity 


Lebby 
RATES... from $2.00 


WEST PALM B 


Hotel PENNSYLVANIA 
formerly The Reyel Werth 
300 Rooms with Baths and Showers 
Open all the veer. hotel service and 


jem guests. 


GARAGE service. 


Hetel GEORGE WASHINGTON 
200 Reems with Baths and Showers 
Open oll the year. Redio and every modem com 

GARAGE service. 
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& Reasonable Rates Posted in Every Room 
ROBERT KLOEPPEL MANAGEMENT 


KLOEPPEL 
Hotels in 
JACKSONVILLE 
CES 
BACH 
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JUNIOR BAR SECTION OF THE FLORIDA STATE 
BAR ASSOCIATION 
COMMITTEES 


Lawyers’ Title Guaranty Fund 
Joe Moran, Jr., Chairman, 1102 Citizens Building, Tampa, Florida 


Dean Boggs, Jacksonville 

C. Farris Bryant, Ocala 

Thomas T. Cobb, Daytona Beach 
Patrick G. Emmanuel, Pensacola 
Irwin Langbein, West Palm Beach 
Lloyd M. Phillips, Clearwater 


John C. Pinkerton, Sarasota 
Fletcher G. Rush, Orlando 

A. R. Surles, Jr., Lakeland 
Tiffany T. Turnbull, Tallahassee 
Thomas H. Wakefield, Miami 
Seldon Waldo, Gainesville 


Membership Committee 
Richard H. Cooper, Chairman, 210-11 Gray Building, Orlando, Florida 


Paul D. Barns, Jr., Miami 

Sam M. Gibbons, Tampa 

George F. Gilleland, Miami 

John D. Harris, Jr., St. Petersburg 


Wayne K. Ramsey, Jacksonville 
Marshall S. Scott, Miami 

Harold B. Wahl, Jacksonville 

Ear! D. Waldin, Jr., New Smyrna Beach 


Public Information Program 
Frances M. Lovelace, Chairman, 205-6 Hall Building, St. Petersburg, Florida 


Alan F. Brackett, West Palm Beach 
Paul Buckman, Plant City 

Francis Buckley, Fort Lauderdale 
Catherine H. Carter, DeLand 
William G. Carver, Lakeland 
William Castagna, Clearwater 
William Cramer, St. Petersburg 
Patrick G. Emmanuel, Pensacola 
Osee R. Fagan, Gainesville 

R. Lee Freeman, New Smyrna Beach 
Myron G. Gibbons, Tampa 


Warren M. Goodrich, Brandenton 
S. L. Holland, Jr., Bartow 

Harry P. Johnson, Clewiston 
Quentin V. Long, Tallahassee 
Ralph H. Martin, Jacksonville 
Randolph Y. Matheny, Orlando 
James T. Nelson, Daytona Beach 
William B. Roman, Miami 

John Savage, Arcadia 

Roy Summerland, Winter Haven 
Edward Underwood, Miami 


Traffic Courts Committee 
A. T. Cooper, Jr., Chairman, Clearwater, Florida 


Raymond Ehrlich, Jacksonville 
Harry Fogel, St. Petersburg 
Oliver W. Folmar, Miami 
Wallace M. Jopling, Lake City 


John M. McCarthy, Fort Pierce 
Harold Mittle, Tampa 

Harry C. Parham, Bradenton 
Lloyd M. Phillips, Clearwater 


Lawyers’ Placement Committee 
William P. Tomasello, Chairman, 253 East Main Street, Bartow, Florida 


Harvie J. Belser, Bonifay 
Robert L. Casey, Miami 

W. B. Dickenson, Jr., Tampa 
Neece Gardner, Fort Lauderdale 
Herman Goldner, St. Petersburg 
John Marshall Green, Ocala 


D. E. Heath, Miami 

Roy E. Kinsey, Daytona Beach 
Ralph H. Martin, Jacksonville 
C. Harvey Smith, Arcadia 
Volie Williams, Jr., Tallahassee 


Unauthorized Practice Committee 
Robert D. Tylander, Chairman, 1301-08 Harvey Building, West Palm Beach, Fla. 
Norman 8S. Brown, Tampa 
James T. Earle, St. Petersburg 


William W. Arnold, Orlando 
Harvie J. Belser, Bonifay 
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R. Brownlee Eggart, Pensacola 
Dante B. Fascell, Miami 

John Marshall Green, Ocala 

J. B. Hodges, Lake City 
Julian Lifsey, Jr., Tampa 
John M. McCarty, Fort Pierce 
John B. Orr, Jr., Miami 

Lloyd M. Phillips, Clearwater 


Samuel J. Powers, Jr., Miami 
Wayne K. Ramsey, Jacksonville 
Paul G. Rogers, West Palm Beach 
Douglas Bourne Shivers, Tallahassee 
William P. Tomasello, Bartow 

Tom B. Walker, Winter Haven 
Louis W. Wallace, Tampa 

Warren M. Goodrich, Bradenton 


Aid to the Small Litigant Committee 
William S. Frates, Chairman, P. O. Box 1069, Miami, Florida 


Jaquelin J. Daniel, Jr., Jacksonville 
Carl C. Durrance, Tampa 

R. Brownlee Eggart, Pensacola 
Robert Fisher, St. Petersburg 

Ollie Lancaster, Jr., Daytona Beach 


Edwin L. Mason, Miami 

Ross E. Mowry, Fort Lauderdale 

O. Douglas Stenstrom, Sanford 
Douglas Bourne Shivers, Tallahassee 


Legal Aid Committee 
Charles M. Phillips, Chairman, Clearwater, Florida 


Thomas T. Cobb, Daytona Beach 
John P. Corcoran, Jr., Miami 
Robert M. Curtis, Fort Lauderdale 
Jaquelin J. Daniel, Jr., Jacksonville 
Fred C. Davant, Miami 

Vernon W. Evans, Orlando 

R. Lee Freeman, New Smyrna Beach 


John T. Hoehl, Miami 

Cary Landis, DeLand 

Julian Lifsey, Jr., Tampa 

Wareing T. Miller, West Palm Beach 
Paul Ritter, Winter Haven 

Grover C. Robinson, Jr., Pensacola 


Legal Research Committee 
David V. Kerns, Chairman, State Road Department, Tallahassee, Florida 


Walter H. Beckham, Jr., Coral Gables 
Frank Maloney, Gainesville 

Neil McMullen, Tampa 

Harry T. Newett, West Palm Beach 
Edward B. Rood, Tampa 


Louis F. Snetman, Miami 

Tom B. Stewart, Jr., Jacksonville 
John J. Trenam, Tampa 

Julian L. Williams, Fort Lauderdale 
Philip K. Yonge, Gainesville 


Legal Institutes Committee 
Charles R. P. Brown, Chairman, 133 South Second Street, Fort Pierce, Fla. 


Harvie J. Belser, Bonifay 

Richard H. Cooper, Orlando 

R. Brownlee Eggart, Pensacola 
Osee R. Fagan, Gainesville 

R. Lee Freeman, New Smyrna Beach 
John Marshall Green, Ocala 

John D. Harris, Jr., St. Petersburg 
Wallace M. Jopling, Lake City 


Joe Moran, Jr., Tampa 

Wayne K. Ramsey, Jacksonville 
William B. Roman, Miami 

Douglas Bourne Shivers, Tallahassee 
C. Harvey Smith, Arcadia 

Roy Summerland, Winter Haven 
Robert D. Tylander, West Palm Beach 


Integration of the Bar Committee 
William C. Steel, Chairman, P. O. Box 1069, Miami, Florida 


Sidney M. Aronovitz, Miami 

Robert M. Barton, St. Petersburg 
Alan F. Brackett, West Palm Beach 
Robert J. Cromwell, Riviera Beach 
Jaquelin J. Daniel, Jr., Jacksonville 
Sam T. Dell, Jr., Gainesville 


Warren H. Edwards, Orlando 
William A. Gillen, Tampa 

Richard Lund, Miami 

T. C. Merchant, Madison 

John E. Morris, Jr., Fort Lauderdale 
Charles M. Phillips, Clearwater 


FLORIDA STATUTES, 1941 


The State offers the tollowing official legal publications 
prepared by the Statutory Revision Department 
of the Attorney General’s Office: 


Volume I, Fiorwa Statutes, 1941 


containing the general statutory law of the state through 
1941, court rules, and constitutions of the United States 
and Florida; 

Volume II, Ftorwa Statutes, 1941 


containing the history and revision notes and the annota- 
tions to the statutes, court rules, and constitutions con- 
tained in Volume I; 

Volume III, FLorwa Statutes, 1941 


Containing helpful and useful matter, including the British 
Statutes in force in Florida, Whitfield’s notes, selected Fed- 
eral laws in general use, and an index to the special and 
local laws of Florida. 


1947 CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT TO VOLUME I 
1947 CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT TO VOLUME II 


These volumes and supplements may be obtained NOW from the 
Secretary of State at the following postpaid prices: 


Volumes I and II to purchasers within the state—each $10.00 
(to purchasers out of the state—each $13.50) 


Volume III to purchasers within the state—$3.75 
(to purchasers out of the state—$4.50) 


1947 Cumulative Supplement to Volume I—$4.75 
(to purchasers out of the state—$5.50) 


1947 Cumulative Supplement to Volume II—$3.00 
(to purchasers out of the state—$3.30) 


All publications of the Statutory Revision 
Department will be sold and delivered through 


THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
TALLAHASSEE 


Does Your Question Involve 


MORTGAGES? 


IF SO-—Consult VOLUME 59 CORPUS JURIS SECUNDUM, 


just published. There you will find the latest and greatest treatise 
on the subject in existence. 


The entire volume, comprising over 1900 pages, is devoted exclusively 
to the title MORTGAGES. It constitutes a complete restatement of 
the law based on all reported cases. 


The 200-page index, containing more than 10,000 index lines, will 
make your search for the law and authorities on your question sim- 
plicity itself. 


If You Seek All The Law on Your Question 


SEE 


THE AMERICAN LAW BOOK COMPANY 
Brooklyn 1, New York 


IMPORTANT FLORIDA LAW 


Florida Statutes Annotated, 30 Vols., and Current 
Cumulative Pocket Parts, 


Encyclopedic Digest Florida Reports, 15 Vols., and 
Current Cumulative Pocket Parts, 


Florida Supreme Court Reports, Vols. 1 to 22, to 
Southern, Reprinted in 5 Books, 


Adkins, Florida Criminal Procedure Act Annotated 
with Current Pocket Part, 


Carson, Florida Common Law Pleading and Practice, 
Falls, Florida Forms, 


Kooman, Florida Chancery Pleading & Practice with 
Current Cumulative Pocket Part, 


McCarthy, Florida Chancery Act Annotated, 2nd 
Edition, 


Redfearn, Wills & Administration of Estates in Flor- 
ida, 2nd Ed., with Current Pocket Part. 


Prices and complete infor- | 
| mation mailed on request. 


We also carry one of the largest stocks in the | 
country of good used standard sets and new 
textbooks. Z 


SO FOR PROMPT SERVICE WRITE— 


THE HARRISON COMPANY 


Law Books 


Pryor & Hunter Sts., Atlanta 2, Georgia 


® Serving the Legal Profession for More Than Forty Years © 


| 
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